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the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. McMILLAN: 
H. R. 5234. A bill to amend the District of 

Columbia Barber Act; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SMITH of Virginia: 
H. R. 5235. A bill to authorize and direct 

the Commissioners of the District of Colum
bia to make such studies and investigations 
deemed necessary concerning the location 
and construction of a bridge over the Poto
mac River in the vicinity of Shepherds Land
ing, and for other purposes; to the Commit
tee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MULTER: 
H.J. Res. 318. Joint resolution to estab

lish a Joint Committee on Housing, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. BURNSIDE: . . 
H. Con. Res. 150. Concurrent resolution ex

pressing the sense of the Con~ress that the 
paymen t of cash bonuses to veterans is non
inflationary and is an appropriate recogni
tion of their services and sacrifices, and that 
Federal agencies should encourage the pur
chase of State bonds issued to provide funds 
for the payment of such bonuses; to the 
Committee on Veterans' Affairs. 

By Mr. RHODES: 
H. Res. 393. Resolution to provide for a 

Select Committee on Problems of the Aging; 
to the Committee on Rules. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally ref erred as fallows: 

By Mr. AND~SON of California: 
H. R. 5236. A bill for the relief of Maria 

Morano Vigorito; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. . 

By Mr. BYRNE of New York: 
H. R. 5237. A bill for the relief of Martin 

Huber; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. CASE: 

H. R. 5238. A bill for the relief of Albert 
0. Holland and Bergtor Haaland; to the 
Committ ee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CRAWFORD: 
II. R. 5239. A bill for the relief of Mrs. 

Gertrud Elise Heinze; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GREEN: 
H. R. 5240. A bill for the relief of Mrs. Mary 

Wadlow; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. KEOGH: 

H. R. 5241. A bill for the relief of Biagio 
Marrazzo; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LESINSKI: 
H. R. 5242. A bill for the relief of Alfonso 

Bommarito; to the Committee on the Ju
diciary. 

H. R. 5243. A bill for the relief of Moham
m ad Wali Khan; to the Commit tee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. MACHROWICZ: 
H. R. 5244. A bill for the relief of Herbert 

McCormack ; to the Committee on the Ju
diciary. 

By Mr. McCULLOCH: 
H. R. 5245. A bill for the relief . of Auguste 

Josefine Eberand; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. POWELL: 
H. R. 5246. A bill for the relief of Frederick 

Samuel Rowland; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. SEELY-BROWN: 
H. R. 5247. A bill for the relief of Walter 

D. Jenckes and Harriet Jenckes; to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, 
896. By Mr. HART. Petition of Woman's 

Rellef Corps, Department of New Jersey, urg
ing the President of the United States and 

the Congress to exact from our allies ade
quate military guaranty to avoid another 
Korea in which American troops are called 
upon to do most . of the fighting and dying. 
Also going on record as favoring Gold Star 
Mothers listed as next of kin, the granting 
of same exemption ($500-tax exemption) 
which was referred to the Committee on For
eign Affairs. 

SENATE 
MONDAY, AUGUST 20, 1951 

(Legislative day of Wednesday, August 1, 
1951) 

The Senate met at 12 o'clock meridian, 
on the expiration of the recess. · 

Rev. F. Norman Van Brunt, assoc1ate 
pastor, Foundry Methodist Church, 
Washington, D. C., offered the following 
prayer: 

Great and glorious God, author of the 
world's joy, bearer of the world;s pain, 
make us glad that we are men and sons 
of God and that there has been placed 
upon us a major responsibility for the 
welfare of the world. We acknowledge 
our human frailties and we pause to 
lean our weakness against the pillars of 
Thy almightiness. Grant us wisdom, 
courage, and understanding adequate to 
meet the demands of these obligations 
in each recurring day. We pray in the 
name of Thy Son. Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 

On request of Mr. McFARLAND, and by 
unanimous consent, the reading of the 
Journal of the proceedings of Thursday, 
August 16, 1951, was dispensed with. 
MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT-

APPROVAL OF BILLS 

Messages in writing from the Presi
dent of the United States were com
municated to the Senate by Mr. Miller, 
one of his secretaries, and he announced 
that the President had approved and 
signed the following acts: 

On August 14, 1951: 
S. 350. An act for the relief of Z. D. Gil

man Co., Inc.; 
S. 1246. An act to amend certain laws re

lating to the submission of postmasters' ac
counts under oath; and 

S. 1442. An act for the relief of Marie 
Louise Dewulf Maquet. 

On August 15, 1951: 
S. 29. An act for the relief of Teresa E. 

Dwyer; 
S. 236. An act for the relief of Nicholas 

George Strangas; 
S. 543. An act for the relief of Elizabeth 

Jean . Clarke; 
S. 581. An act for the relief of Kiyoko and 

Chiyiko Ishigo; 
S. 885. An act for the relief of Wong Thew 

Hor; and 
S. 1417. An act for the relief of Lefrancois 

Chamberland, Inc. 
On August 16, 1951: 

S. 526. An act for the relief of· Dr. Lorna 
:Wan-Hsi Feng. 

On August 17, 1951: 
S. 585. An act for the relief of Shizu Fujii 

and her son, Suenori Fujii; 
s. 1105. An act for the relief of K. C. Be, 

Swannie Be, Wie Go Be, Wie Hwa Be, Wie 
Bhing Be, and Swie Tien Be: and 

S. 1443. An act for the relief of Rev. 
~homas K. Sewall. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Repre
sentatives, by Mr. Snader, its assistant 
reading clerk, announced that the House. 
having proceeded to reconsider the bill 
(H. R. 3193) to establish a rate of pension 
for aid and attendance under part 3 of 
Veterans Regulation No. 1 <A>, as 
amended, returned by the President of 
the United States with his objections, 
to the House of Representatives, in which 
it originated, it was-

Resolved, That the said bill pass, two
thirds of the House of Representatives agree
ing to pass the same. 

The mess~ge also announced that the 
House had agreed to the amendment 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1912) for 
the relief of Wilcox Electric Co., Inc .. 

The message further announced that 
the House had insisted upon its amend
ments to the bill CS. 349) to assist the 
provision of housing and community 
facilities and services required in con
nection with the national defense, dis
agreed to by the Senate; agreed to the 
conference asked by the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and that Mr. SPENCE, Mr. BROWN 
of Georgia, Mr. PATMAN, Mr. RAINS, Mr. 
WOLCOTT, Mr. GAMBLE, and Mr. CoLE of 
Kansas were appointed managers on the 
part of the House at the conference. 

The message also announced that the 
House had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagree
ing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 3709), making appropriations for 
the Department of Labor, the Federal 
Security Agency, and related independ
ent agencies, for the fiscal year . ending 
June i:O, 1952, and for other purposes; 
that the House receded from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Sen
ate numbered 32 to the bill, and con
curred therein, and that the House re
ceded from its disagreement to the 

· amendments of the Senate numbered 131 
and 132, to the bill, and concurred 
therein, each with an amendment, in 
which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

The message further announced that 
the House had agreed to the report of 
the committee of conference on the dis
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill 
<H. R. 3790) making appropriations for 
the Department of the Interior for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1952, and for 
other purposes; that the House receded 
from its disagreement to the amend
ments of the Senate numbered 3, 53, 61, 
62, 63, 72, 75, 108, and 129 to the bill, 
and concurred therein; that the House 
receded from its disagreement to the 
amendments of the Senate numbered 4, 
5, 8, 14, 24, 40, 57, 83, and 124 to the bill, 

- and concurred therein severally with an 
amendment in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate, and that the 
House insisted upon its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate num
bered 10 % to · the bill. 

The message also announced that the 
House h~d agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the dis
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill 
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(H. R. 3973) making appropriations for 
the Department of Agriculture for the 
ftscal year· ending June 30, 1952, and for 
other purposes; that the House receded 
from its disagreement to the amend
ments of the Senate numbered 42 and 
67 to the bill, and concurred therein, and 
that the House had receded from its dis
agreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 21, 30 and 60 to the bill, 
~nd concurred therein, each with an 
amendment, in which the concurrence 
of the Senate is requested. 

The message further announced that 
the House had passed the following bills, 
in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

H. R. 4055. An act to authorize for an ad
ditional 1-year period the use of rivers and 
harbors appropriations for maintenance of 
the canal from Cape May Harbor to Delaware 
Bay and the railroad and highway bridges 
over such canal; and 

H. R. 5113. An act to maintain the security 
and promote the foreign policy and provide 
for the general welfare of the United States 
by furnishing assistance to friendly nations 
in the interest of international peace and 
security. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

The message also -announced that the 
Speaker had affixed his signature to the 
following enrolled bills, and they were 
signed by the Vice President: 

H. R. 1912. An act for the relief of Wilcox 
Electric Co., Inc.; and 

H. R. 3880. An act making appropriations 
for the Executive Office and sundry inde
pendent executive bureaus, boards, commis
sions, corporations, agencies, and offices, for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1952, and for 
other purposes. 

LEAVES OF ABSENCE 

On request of Mr. WHERRY, and by 
unanimous consent, Mr. AIKEN was ex
cused from attendance on the sessions 
of the Senate today, tomorrow, and 
Wednesday. 

On . request of Mr. WHERRY, and by 
unanimous consent, Mr. YOUNG was ex
cused from attendance on the sessions 
of the Senate today and tomorrow. 

· COMMITI'EE MEETINGS DURING SENATE 
SESSION 

On · request of Mr. LEHMAN, and by 
unanimous consent, the Committees on 
Armed Services and Foreign Relations, 
sitting jointly, were authorized to meet 
this afternoon during the session of the 
Senate. 

On request of Mr. CHAVEZ, and by 
unanimous consent, the Committee ·on 
Public Works was authorized to meet 
this afternoon during the session of the 
Senate. 
NON-SERVICE-CONNECTED PENSIONS TO 

DISABLED VETERANS - VETO MES
SAGE 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a message from the· House of 
Representatives, which was read, as 
follows: 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
August 17, 1951. 

The House of Representatives having pro
ceeded to reconsider the bill (H. R. 3193) to 
establish a rate of pension for aid and at
tendance under part 3 of the Veterans Regu
lation No. 1 (A), as amended, returned by 
the President of the United States with his 

objections, to the House of Representatives, 
-in which it originated, it was 

Resolved, · That the sa!d bill pass, two• 
thirds of the House of Representatives agree

. ing to pass the same. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before 
the Senate a message from the President 
of the United States, which was read by 
the legislative clerk. 

(For President's message see proceed
ings of House of Representatives, pp. 
9517-9518, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, August 
7, 1951.) 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob
jection, the mes::;age from the President 
and• the bill will lie on the table; and the 
bill will be printed in the RECORD. 

The bill is as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That (a) paragraph I 

(f), part III, Veterans Regulation No. 1 (A), 
as amended, is hereby amended to read as 
follows: 

"(f) The amount of pension payable 
under the terms of part III shall be $60 
monthly, except-

" { l) That where an otherwise eligible per
son shall- have been rated permanent and 
total and in receipt of pension for a · con
tinuous period of 10 years or reaches the age 
of 65 years, the amount of pension shall be 
$72 monthly; 

"(2) That where an otherwise eligible 
person is or hereafter becomes, on account 
of age or physical or mental disabilities, 
helples.s or blind or so nearly helpless or 
blind as to need or require the regular aid 
and attendance of another person, the 
amount of pension shall be $120 monthly." 

(b) The provisions of subsection (a) of 
this section shall apply to veterans of both 
World War I and World War II. 

SEC. 2. Where eligibility for pension or in
crease of pension is established by virtue of 
this act, pension shall be paid from date of 
receipt hereaf~er of an application in the 
Veterans' Administration, but in no event 
prior to the first day of the second calendar 
month following the enactment of this act. 

TRANSACTION OF ROUTINE BUSINESS 

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that Senators be 
permitted to make insertions in the REC
ORD and transact other routine business 
without debate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob
jection, it is so ordered. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the following communications 
and letters, which were referred as indi
cated: 
PROPOSED SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATIONS, DE

PARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR (S. Doc. :"To. 59) 
A communication from the President of 

the United States, · transmitting . proposed 
supplemental appropriations, in the amount 
of $1,300,000, for the Department of the Inte
rior, fiscal year 1952 (with an accompanying 
paper); to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed. 
PROPOSED SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATION, DE

PARTMENT OF COMMERCE (S. Doc. No. 57) 
A communication from the President of 

the United States, transmitting a proposed 
supplemental appropriation, in the amount 
of $944,605, for the Department of Com· 
merce, fiscal year 1952 (with an accompany
ing paper); to the Committee on Appropri
ations and ordered to be printed. 
PROPOSED SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATIONS, 

GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION (S. DOC. 
No. 58) 
A communication from the President of 

the United States, transmitting proposed 
supplemental appropriations, in the-amount 

of $2,037,000, for the General Services Ad
ministration, fiscal year 1952 (with an ac
companying paper); to the Committee on 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

CONVERSION OF NATIONAL BANKS AND THEIR 
MERGER WITH STATE BA~.ttS 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treas
ury, transmitting a draft of proposed legis
lation to clarify the act of August 7, 1950, 
providing for the conversion of national 
banks into and their merger and consolida
tion with State banks (with an accompany
ing paper); to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 
POSTAL Sl:ATIONS AND BRANCH POST 0FFIC.!:S 

AT MILITARY INSTALLATIONS 
A letter from the Postmaster Generll 

transmitting a draft of proposed legislation: 
to authorize the establishment of postal sta
tions and branch post offices at military, 
naval, and Coast Guard camps, posts, or 
stations and at defense or other strategic 
installations, and for other purposes (with 
an accompanying paper); to the Committee 
on Post Office and Civil Service. 
TRANSFER OF ADMINISTRATIVE JURISDICTION 

OVER CERTAIN LANDS 
A letter from the Acting Secretary of the 

Interior, transmitting a draft of proposed 
legislation transferring to the Department -
of the Army administrative jurisdiction and 
control of certain lands and interests there
in held by the United States for flood control 
purposes (with an accompanying paper); to 
the Committee on Interior and Insular 
Affairs. 
TEMPORARY ADMISSION INTO THE UNITED 

STATES OF CERTAIN ABLE SEAMEN 
A letter from the Attorney General of the 

· United States, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
a copy of the order of the Acting Commis- . 
sioner of Immigration and Naturalization, 
dated October 20, 1950, authorizing the tem
porary admission into the United States for 
shore leave purposes only, of certain alien 
seamen· (with accompanying papers); to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 
GRANTING OF STATUS OF PERMANENT RESIDENCE 

TO CERTAIN ALll;NS 
A letter from the Attorney General of the 

United States, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, copies of the orders of the Commissioner 
of Immigration and Naturalization granting 
the application for permanent residence filed 
by certain aliens, together with a statement 
of the facts and pertinent provisions of law 
as to each alien, and the reasons for granting 

· such applications (with accompanying 
papers) ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

SUSPENSION OF DEPORTATION OF CERTAIN 
ALIENS 

A letter from the Attorney General of the 
United States, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
copies of the orders of the Commissioner of 
Immigration and Naturalization suspending 
deportation of certain aliens, together with 
a statement of the facts and pertinent pro
visions of law as to each alien and the rea
sons for ordering such suspension (with ac
companying papers); to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

SUSPENSION OF DEPORTATION OF ALIENS
WITHDRAWAL OF NAMES 

Six letters from the Attorney General al 
the United States, withdrawing the names of 
Clifford Hubart Grando, Jesus Serrato-Rod
riguez or Jesus Serrato, Gustav Frank Alm 
or Gustav Alm, Benjamin Montes or Benja
min Montes Amaya, Martin G~rcia or Martin 
Garcia-Ruiz, Angel Braulio Demeroutis, Jr., 
and Ina Janita Lettsome, from reports re
lating to aliens whose deportation had been 
suspended more than 6 months ago, trans
mitted to the Senate on March 1, 1951, April 
2, 1951, May 15, 1951, June 1, 1951, June 15, 
1951, and July 2, 1951, respectively; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 
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AMENDMENT OF VETERANS' PREFERENCE ACT 
RELATING TO PREFERENCE TO DISABLED VET
ERANS IN FEDERAL EMPLOYMENT 
A letter from the Chairman of the United 

States Civil Service Commission, transmit
ting a draft of proposed legislation to fur
ther amend the Veterans' Preference Act of 
1944, as amended, with respect to preference 
accorded in Federal Employment to disabled 
veterans, and for other purposes (with an 
accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
Post Office and Civil Service. 

DISPOSITION OF EXECUTIVE PAPERS 
A letter from the Archivist of the United 

States, transmitting, pursuant to law, a list 
of papers and documents on the files of sev
eral departments and agencies of the Gov
ernment which are not needed in the con
duct o.f business and have no permanent 
value or historical interest, and requesting 
action looking to their disposition (with ac
companying papers); ·to a Joint Select Com
mittee on the Disposition of Papers in the 
Executive Departments. 

The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. 
JOHNSTON of South Carolina and Mr. 
LANGER members of the committee on 
the part of the Senate. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 

Petitions, etc., were laid before the 
Senate and referred as indicated: 

By the VICE PRESIDENT: 
Resolutions of the General Court of the 

Commonwealth of Massachusetts, relating 
to the closing of the district office of the 
Veterans' Administration in Boston and the 
removal thereof to Philadelphia; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

(See resolutions printed in full when pre~ 
sented by Mr. SALTONSTALL (for himself and 
Mr. LODGE) on August 16, 1951, p. 10102, 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.) 

A letter in the nature of a petition from 
A. W. Lafferty, of Portland, Oreg., relating to 
the dismissal of certain cadets at West Point 
Military Academy (with accompanying 

·papers); to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

A letter in the nature of a memorial from 
the International Longshoremen's and 
Warehousemen's Union, · Honolulu, T. H., 
signed by Yukio Abe, secretary for the execu
tive officers of locals 136, 142, 150, and 152, 
remonstrating against any military alliance 
of this country with Fascist Franco Spain; 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The petition of Burl L. Coil, and sundry 
other postal employees of the post office at 
Alma, Mich., praying for the enactment of 
legislation providing increased compensation 
to postal employe~s; to the Committee on 
Post Office and Civil Service. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 

By Mr. SALTONSTALL, from the Com
mittee on Armed Services: 

H. R. 4024. A bill to authorize certain 
easements, and for other purposes; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 650); and 

H. R. 4113. A bill to amend section 125 
of the National Defense Act to provide that 
distinctive mark or insignia. shan• not be 
required in the uniforms worn by members 
of the National Guard of the United States, 
both Army and Air; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 651). 

By Mr. CAIN, from the Committee on 
Armed Services: 

H. R. 4260. A bill to authorize the Secre
tary of the Arm~ to transfer to the Depart
ment of the Interior the quartermaster ex
perimental fuel station, Pike County, Mo.: 
without amendment (Rept. No. 652). 

By Mr. KEFAUVER, from the Committee 
on Arme.l Services: 

S. 1260. A bill to authorize the acquisi
tion of property for the establishment of 
a Federal civil defense technical training 
school, and for other purposes; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 653). 

By Mr. STENNIS, from the Committee on 
Armed Services: 

H. R. 1764. A bill to authorize the Secre
taries of the Army and Air Force to settle, 
pay, adjust, and compromise certain claims 
for damages and for salvage and towage and 
to execute releases, certifications, and re
ports with respect thereto, and for other 
purposrs; without amendment (Rept. No. 
654); and 

H. R. 1216. A bill to authorize the Presi
dent to convey and ai;sign all equipment 
contained in or appertaining to the United 
States Army Provisional Philippine Scout 
Hospital at Fort McKinley, Philippines, to 
the Republic of the Philippines and to assist 
b y grants-in-aid to the Republic of the 
Philippines in providing medical care and 
treatment for certain Philippine Scouts hos
pitalized therein; with amendments (Rept. 
No. 655). 

Mr. Mr. McCARRAN, from the Committee 
on the Judiciary, without amendment: 

S. 575. A bill for the relief of Robert Jose 
Toribio (Rept. No. 658); 

S. 954. A bill for the the relief of Dr; 
Charles Gordon Rennick Sell (Rept. No. 
659); 

S. 1277. A bill for the relief of John R. 
Willoughby (Rept. No. 660); 

S. 1772. A bill for the relief of Ruth Obre 
Dubonnet (Rept. No. 661); 

S. 1844. A bill for the relief of Pahagiotis 
Carvelas (Rept. No. 662); 

H. R. 581. A bill for the relief of Isabel 
Tabit (Rept. No. 663); 

H. R. 627. A bill for the relief of Mrs. 
Tjitske Bandstra Van Der Velde (Rept. No. 
664); 

H. R. 644. A bill for the relief of Mrs. 
Shizuko Yamane (Rept. No. 665); 

H. R. 970. A bill for the relief of Antonios 
Charalambou (Rept. No. 666); 

H. R. 982. A bill for the relief of Willem 
Smits (Rept. No. 667); 

H. R. 1454. A bill for the relief of George 
Crisan (Rept. No. 668); 

H. R. 1920. A b:i.11 for the relief of Hoshl 
Kazuo (Rept. No. 669); 

H. R. 2158. A bill for the relief of Sister 
M. Crocefissa and Sister M. Reginalda (Rept. 
No. 670); 

H. R. 2160. A bill for the relief of Sister 
M. Leonida (REpt. No. 671); 

H. R. 2179. A bill for the relief of Ilona 
Agoston (Rept. No. 672); 

H. R. 2292. A bill for the relief of Jal 
Young Lee (Rept. No. 673); 

H. R . 2514. A bill for the relief of Maria 
Theresa Stancola (Rept. No. 674); 

H. R. 2787. A bill for the relief of Thomas 
Alva Raphael (Richards) (Rept. No. 675); 

H. R. 3214. A bill for the relief of Irene 
Senutovitch (Rept. No. 676); 

H. R. 3819. A bill for the relief of Ann 
Elisabeth (Diana Elizabeth) Reingruber 
(Rept. No. 677); 

H. R. 3823. A bill for the relief of Shozo 
Ichiwawa (Rept. No. 678); and 

H. R. 4038. A bill for the relief of Dr. George 
Alexandros Chronakis (Rept. No. 679). 

My Mr. McCARRAN, from the Committee 
on the Judiciary with an amendment: 

S. 519. A bill for the relief of Moy Chin 
Shee (Rept. No. 680); 

S. 617. A bill for the relief of Pascal Ne
moto Yutaka (Rept. No. 681); 

S. 669. A bill for the relief of Louis Bernard 
Lapides (Rept. No. 682); 

S. 906. A bill for the relief of Marie Kris· 
tine Hansen (Rept. No. 683); 

S. 1013. A bill for the relief of Sister Mo· 
. nica Grant (Rept. No. 684); 

.. H. R. 608. A bill for the relief of Kiyoko 
Matsuo (Rept. No. 685); 

H. R. 725. A bill to confer jurisdiction on 
c the Court of Claims of the United States to 

hear, determine, and render judgment upon 
the claim of the Hawaiian Airlines, Ltd. 
(Rept. No. 686); 

H. R. 857. A bill for the relief of Mrs. Rose 
A. Mongrain (Rept. No. 687); 

H. R. 1971. A bill for the relief of Kirocor 
Haladjian, Tacouhi Haladjian, Gulunia Ha
ladjian, and Virginie Haladjian (Rept. No. 
688); and 

H. R. 2276. A bill for the relief of Mary 
Jane Sherman (Rept. No. 689). 

By Mr. McCARRAN, from the Committee 
on the Judiciary, with amendments: 

S. 1023. A bill for the relief of Fumiko 
Theresa Shibata and her son, Ronald Louis 
Herrera (Rept. No. 690); 

S. 1203. A bill to provide for the appoint
ment of additional circuit -and district 
judges, and for other purposes (Rept. No. 
691); and 

S. 1713. A bill for the relief of Charles 
Cooper (Rept. No. 692). 

By Mr. MAGNUSON, from the Committee 
on the Judiciary: 

S. 751. A bill to confer jurisdiction upon 
the Court of Claims to hear, determine, and 
render judgment upon certain claims for 
basic and overtime compensation; · without 
amendment (Rept. No. 693). 

EXTENSION OF SUGAR ACT OF 1948-
REPORT OF A COMMITTEE 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, from 
the Committee on Finance, I report fa
vorably, without amendment the bill 
CH. R. 4521) to amend and extend the 
Sugar Act of 1948, and for other pur
poses, and I submit a report (No. 648) 
thereon. I invite the attention of the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. ELLENDER] 
and the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. 
O'MAHONEY] to the report. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report 
will be received and the bill will be placed 
on the calendar. 
SUSPENSION OF DEPORTATION OF CER

TAIN ALIENS-REPORT OF A COMMIT-
TEE . 

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, from 
the Committee on the Judiciary, I report 
an original concurrent resolution favor
ing the suspension of deportation' of cer
tain aliens, and I submit a report <No. 
656) thereon. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report 
will be received, and the concurrent res
olution will be placed on the calendar. 

The · concurrent resolution (S. Con. 
Res. 41) was ordered to be placed on the 
calendar, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep- · 
resentatives concurring), That the Congress 
favors the suspensi.on of deportation in the 
case of each alien hereinafter named, in 
which case the Attorney General has sus
pended deportation for more than 6 months. 

A-6479486. Abernethy, Richard John, or 
Richard John Fowler or "Mickey." 

A-6539701, Adams, Muriel Emily (nee 
Briggs). 

A-7140100, Alaniz-Cavazos, Fidel. 
A-5882375, Armadillo, Pedro. 
A- 4870915, Baker, Mary Agnes Julia (nee 

Bourque). 
A-7222788, Barone, Maurio or Mario. 
A-7908682, Beltran-Garcia, Adolfo or Julio 

Velazques-Quesada or Julio V. Quesada. 
A-7050329, Bourke, Lesandre Helen. 
A-7284857, Bradley, Amelia Mary. 
A-7118532, Braschel, Erich. 
A-7469506, Carlson, Else Solveig or Els& 

Solveig Huttel. 
A-4744210, Del Greco, Gino. 
A-5567596, De Reyes, Amada Morales. 
A-2643792, De Estrada, Concepcion Gan. 1 

treras. 
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A-4510833, Devany, Margaret Jane or Anne 

or Annie Devany. 
.A-6261641, Dimitriou (Demitry or Demet-

riou), Olympia (nee Hassos). · 
A-5751220, Di Paola, Castr..enze or Cos

trenze ·or Castrenzo or John Di Paola. 
A-4673025, Di Vito, Carmen Francesco or 

Carmen Francisco Di Vito. 
A-7189232, Donovan, Daniel Mi1H.ngton. 
A-4746581, Drysdale, Katherine Mercia. 
A-4757727, Eckstein, Renee or Regina (nee 

Semo). 
· A-6707812, Ekmekjiap., Lucie Sona (nee 
Takvo.rian•. 

A-..5229491, Embiri.cos, Michael Andre. 
A-4310620, End, Hillebrand Van Den. 
A-7975636, Enman, Marta .Magdalena (nee 

Marta Magdalena Zenk y Acuna). 
A-4387785, Peiler, Sam or Solomon Fleiler 

or Salamon Feiler. 
A--4039884, Florich. Nicola Luciano. 
A-364'7798, Francescut, Angela Catterina 

Vidoni. 
A-1'774672, Fr.anki1d, Erhardt Afe.xander or 

Dan Fcankild. 
A-7286278, Garcia, Samuel. 
A-2347329, Garcia-Lozada, Benigno or 

Manuel Montesino: 
A-9114236, Golonka, Jan. 
A-5070150, Gonzalez, Albert Fernandez or 

Alberto Fernandez G. or Alberto Fernandez 
Gonzalez. 
, A-1152048, Guglielmetti, Giuseppe Settem-

brino or Joseph S. Williams. 
A-2410518, Hara, .Miho. 
A-3792301, Hayano, Kow Watanabe. 
A-7040197, Hebenstreit, Lottie or Lott 

Heberstreit. 
A-2756914, Helou, Mauriee Barakat or 

Maurice Barakat. 
A-4462374, Hiraoka, Inosuke or Sadanobu 

Ueno or Uyeno or Yamamoto. 
A-8993696, Hirsch, Hel~ Maria. 
A-4350758, Hodder, John. 
A-4350329, Hoelzel, Alex. 
A-3201950, Inada, Shoichiro. 
A-3774948. Incamicia, Carlo. 
A-6387039, Jin, Wong Siu Lin or Mrs. Job 

Jen or Milcar Jen. 
A-6790865, Kaandorp, Jacques. 
A-.9'798327, Kakavogiannts, George (Geor

g.ios Athanasios or George A. Giannis) . 
A-6163572, Kend.ryna, Catherine Emilia 

(nee Baran). 
A-3816993, Klnjo, Shinkichl. 
A-7209756, Koltschinska. Raisa. 
A-2040142, Krikorian, Taman or Taman 

Antaramian, formerly Shagtan and Ogasaplan 
(nee Ganjo1an). . 

A-7290624, Labrador, Aurea Quizol. 
A-1801834, .Lengyel, Nicholas. 
A-7975632, Leone, Zita Zeledon Sevilla. 
A--8291541, Mac.las-Lopez, Jesus. 
A-3140066, Matsubayasbl, Haruye or Ha

rumi or Jean Matsubayashi (nee Okada). 
A-33291()6. Matsubayashi, Kokichi or Harry 

Matsubayashi. 
A-6162247, Matsuda, Tomiji. 
A-7427249, Mawson, Fred. 
A-5728807, .McGillivray, Marie Bertyle. 
A-6791277, Medina, Barbara Cecelia. 
A-7423114, Mendoza, Armando. 
A-16989889. Menschellfreund, Frances or 

F.ranzisk Mensehenfreund (nee Hittman. 
Zipporah) or Fani or Fanny Hittman. 

A-7821101, Mills, Yolande Myriam (nee 
Nahon) .. 

A-4430897, Miyagishima, Hiro. 
A-41387<19, Moenert, Henry Julien. 
A-7975633, Monteiro, Izabel Pires. 
A-7280504, .Morales de Gareia, Alejandra. 
A-3986896, Moreno. · Guadalupe Gonzalez 

or Guadalupe Moreno Gonzalez. 
A-1152432, Morua-Puga, Canuto. 
A-4443408, Nilson Emilie Borghild (nee 

Andreassen) • 
A-5548464, Oliveira, Domingos Tavaris. 
A-7450929, Orozco, Maria Loreto. 
A-5539163, Paxinos, Demetrios or James 

Paxinos or Dimitri Paxinos. 

A-7270998, Perez, Juan Manuel Banda. 
A-7070409, Perry, Gerald Frances. · 
A-707041'8, Perry, Alice. 
A-7982348. Peterson, Mary (nee Lang

seth). 
A-6916495, Placencia-Guerrero, Manuel. 
A-4436218, Popp, Cecilia Mary {nee Elsen

heimer). 
A-'1863348, Poropat, Augusto. 
A-7247480, Pritchard, Pauline Marcia {nee 

St. Pierre) or Pauline Murphy. 
A-7079669, Querin, Margaret Louise. 
A-4784107, Rea, Harry J. 
A-5757147, R-eichel, Sophie (nee Sophie 

Wirs) or Vircz. 
A-7049745, Reyes, Fortunato. 
A-7049746, Reyes, Maris Del Carmen. 
A-738'7473, Reyes-Mendez, Patrocinio. 
A-'9765212, Riquelme-Aranedo. Edmundo 

Roberto or Edmund Riquelme or Edmund 
Araneda. 

A-5739756, Roberts, George Charles Wil-
liam. 

A-1455649, Rohrberg, Friedrich August. 
A-5695749, Romaniello, Ilda. 
A-7862063, Rood, Alberta Elizabeth. 
A-10'54980, Rowe, George Edward or Shorty 

Rowe. 
· A-6989005, Sanchez-Rodriguez, Carlos or 

Carlos Sanchs. 
A-7140876, Saralegui, Enrique Rodriguez. 
A-6716184, Schepper, Carl Ernest or Frank 

Percy Ford. . 
A-5718591, Schmidt, Anna Agnes. 
A-7469'057, Schuster, Christ! Karin. 
A-4386444, Smith, Jeannette Coy or Jean-

ette Theresa Coy, originally Jeanette The
resa Trollope. 

A-7095725, Spencer, Giancarlo or Gian
carlo Schulz Spencer ~r Giancarlo Schulz. 

A-2946917, Stoner, Ifiaria Lea or Mary Lea 
Stoner or Lea Roy. 

A-4412831, .Swango, Ruth or Ruth B. 
Swango. 

A-7982349, Swartz, Frederick. 
A-€885360, Tilley, Jonelda Bruno. 
A-7802714, Todd, Neil Edward. 
A-54'74582, Tsurudome, Shigenori. 
A-3954443, Valsamakis, Georgiou or 

George. 
A-6975023, Viglino, Anna Ferraris. 
A-598731'8, Villela, Jesus. 
A-7203913, Villela, Maria Antonia. 
A-3873647, Vogt, Erwin Adolf or Erwin 

Vogt. 
A-7203024, Wesierski, Gaston Alfred. 
A-4406049, White, Ernest Octavias or Sam

ule White or Ernest White. 
A-4335287, Whitmore, John. 
A-3i69039, Yee, Tang Shee or Yee Sbee 

Tang or Ol Mee. 
A-1308582, Yenovkian, Zaven. 
A-519859.9, Allah, Kar mor Ali Mohammed 

or Karro IDlo Nathu or Nathu Abdullah. 
A-5395113, An~gnostopoulos, Miltiades 

George. 
A-5416112, Antonioll~ Carlo Thomasa or 

Mario Martini. 
A-2353980, Banfield, Egbert Fitz. 
A-1559067, Barabas, Joseph. 
A-5582678, .Barna, Gregor Harry. 
A-1000875, Bassan, Lucian. 
A-7415102, Bassano, Guglielmo Parisi. 
A-3913479, Basso, Giambatista alias John 

Basso. 
·A-145'7364, Beck, Theresa. 
A-2972887, Benvenuti, Florestano Renato 

or Renato Benvenuti. 
A-4683821, Bernauer, Katharina (nee 

Schneblinger). 
A-'7035748, Biron, Marion Lorice (nee 

Hall). 
A-.5225852, Bishop, Vera Stitham (nee Vera 

Stitham). 
A-7828637, Blunck, Lawrence Kenneth. 
A--696997, Booch, Ruth Rosa alias Ruth 

Kroesslnger or Ruth Mueller. 
A-3694502, Bosicb, Anton or Antonio Bo• 

sich. 
A-4484581, Branker, James Egbert. 

A-7145474, Breznicki, George. 
A-5461214, Bulilis, Trinidad Aspay or 

Trinidad Apsay Mante. 
A-6248874, Calogeros, Themelina. 
A-5095578, Castro de Hernandez, Josefa. 
A-7450445, Cecilia, Januarius Circumsicio 
A-4395244, Chighine, Salvatore. 
A-4135247, Choy, Lee or Lee Shee. 
A-6075424, Christie, Amaya de Amecha! 

zurra. 
A-5026593, Colombo, Enrichetta or Sister 

Artidora. 
A-fi398900, Oooke, Celia Maria or Celia 

Maria Breehl. 
A-6352581, Cortez-Morena, Manuela. 
A-6610810, Croucher, Dominic Avion Pat

rick Fletcher alias Dominic Sillman. 
A-7802204, Delisi, Vincenzo. 
A-6860902, Derbedrostan, Khatoun (nee 

Salibian.) 
A-4184428, De 'Souza, Eugene or Gene Cas

samine. 
A-2454690, Donoian, Anna Donoian .Ava

kian) (Anna Chamamian) . 
A-6980314, Duff, Maria Victoria, alias Maria 

Victoria Abrahams, alias Maria Victoria Abra
bams-La vergneau. 

A-5128255, Eliassen, Karl Olav or Olaf 
Eliassen. 

A-7240666, Ekelund, Karin Regina Ellen
berger. 
· A-6067225, Evans. Steven Walter or Sami 
Sil van Eskenazi. 

A-2386896, Falanga, Vincenzo. 
A-7119150, Fernandez, Emma Elia. 
A-7363002, Fernandez, Jose Ferreira. 
A-7119198. Fernandez, Miguel. 
A-7457203, Fineman, Gertrude (nee Ger

trude Fradkin). 
A-3022250, Fioronl, Teresa Rosa (nee 

Pirola). · 
A-6465195, Frisco, Jeannine Maria Louise, 

forrp.erly Jeannine Brol (nee Jeannine Breis
troffer). 

A-6553589, Fronter.as, Edgardo .Mario. 
A-5453759, Garcia, Josefina (nee Josefina 

Aguiano) , alias Consuelo Garcia. 
A-5575735, Garcia, Philip Newbold, alias 

Allen Payne. 
A-6534003, Gaughan, Margaret Theresa 

(nee Olah). 
A-1942341, Georgu. Pandelis Kozman or 

Pete· Kozma or Pandefis Kozma. 
A-'7483019, Gerstner, Dietwald. 
A-5475823, Gilmore, William Henry. 
A-'7070293, Goldberg, Anczel or .Anshel 

Goldberg. 
A-7199923, Gonzalez-Gonzal-ez, Guadalupe. 

A-3841539, Goodwin, Minira Elizabeth. 
A-'7691621, Goscb, Agnes Marie. 
A-7450443, Gray, Constance C. 
A-4697096, Grecianu.. Mike or Michael 

Grecano or Bresslanu. 
A-531'7099, Guell., Salvatore or Sam Gneli. 
A-611220.4, Guevara-Perez, Genaro alias 

Mauro G. Perez. · 
A-7284968, Haines, York Max formerly Jorg 

Max Pagemeister. . 
A-5789505, Hall, Amelia or Amelia (Minnie) 

Kosieris. 
A-2365538, Hamaguchi, Shinobu. 
A-7457061, Hanel, );go Reginald. 
A-6479517, Harkness, Judith Laurel. 
A-5381698, Harrer, Alajos, alias Louis 

Hauser. 
A-11S2033, Hatanelas, Eviridike. 
A-2486560. Headley, caphas McDonald. 
A-5838419, Hedglen, Pauline, formerly 

Pauline Kline. 
A-5957613, Hesto, Henry Geor.g. 
A-3329732, Horst, George. 
A-7127308, Infante, Ofelia de la Caridad 

Castellanos or Ofelia de la Caridad Castel
lanos Tamayo alias Ofelia Castellanos In
fante, Ofelia Castellanos, Ofelia Infante and 
Ofelia Castellanos Tamayo. 

A-7985768, Jacobs, Visvaldi T. now (Vis
valdis Edward Jacob). 

A-7414967, Jamshidi, Shahla or C'harlotte 
Jamshidi or Charlotte Gangei. 

A-5160076, Jeffery, Roy Benjamin. 
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A-2931566, Johansson, August Emanuel 
alias August Johnson. 

A-40875oi. John, Claudius or John Claud· 
ius. . 

A-7127988, Jones, Therese Marie or Theresa. 
Marie Alves. · 

A-6426209, Juchter, Cornelia Petronella. 
A-6426210, Juchter, Marijke Sophia. 

• A-6491718, Juraszek, Maria, formerly Maris 
Duty (nee Kuc). 

A-1951549, Kackloudis, Anastasia Mala· 
tanti or Tessie Kackloudis. 

A-5097052 Karagianes, George Nicholas 
alias Kara:m'etgas or Karamitsios. 

A-3779472, Kawasaki, Sanroku. 
A-3779471, Kawasaki, Kiyo. 
A-6929829, Kergel, Monika Brigitte. 
A-7037817, Kim, Robert _Roland. 
A-1806802, Kinney, Jennie Robertson: 
A-5968206, Koyanagi, Yasukichi. 
A-96236'78, Kunttu, Johannes alias Johan-

nes Kuntteu, Johannes Kuntu, Johannas 
Kunttu. 

A-5085258, Kusuda, Asakichi. 
A-5742695, Kvile, Lief Davidson. 
A-7142244 Lapensee, Adelord Joseph. 
A-3817223'. Leu, Fook Pyn or Hok Wei Leu 

or Jimmie Fook Leu or Fook Pyn Leo. 
A-5251799, Lopez, Francisco, Flores. 
A-3057413, Louie, James or Louie Hong 

Ming. 
A-7267748, Lueck, Betty (nee Olga Grba

nusic) alias Betty or Elizabeth Weston. 
A-5066943, Lukas, Jeanne Marie formerly 

Jeanne Marie Duncan. 
A-7399897, Lutz, Rosemarie. 
A-6177334, Magnusson, Bjarni. 
A-3771824, Malinos, Stefan Christoff or 

Malinoff or Steve Christ or Stefanou Christon. 
A-2175203, Manley, Aiko Kouda. 
A-6314542, . Martinez, Ana Isabel (nee 

Abreu Balderas or Ana I. Arbeu). 
A-6173836, Martinez-Borrego, Benito. 
A-4180579, Masters, Marjorie. 
A-7130528, Meng, Woo Chai. 
A-3901288, Menga, Antonio or Toni Menga. 
A-3066483, Miladowski, Edward. 
A-5603329, Mohammed, Mir. 
A-5843527, Moller, Antonius Friedrich. 
A- 7890496, Morales, Andrea. 
A-7269637, Morales-Reyna, Arturo Adan. 
A-2418834, Moy, Chan Shee (nee Chan 

Him) alias Chan Moy Shee or Mary Moy. 
A-2779177, Mukai, Tokisaburo or Thomas 

T. Mukai. 
A-2779178, Mukai, Hifuko (nee Hifuko 

Wada). · ' 
A-2883988, Nacinovich, Mario. 
A-6851221, Oresco-Orosco, Alfredo. 
A-6035668, Palomino, Heriberto Heridia Y 

or Heribito Heridia or Heriberto Heridia Pal
omino or Richard Pita. 

A-7495028, Papanek, Vera Dalmira. 
A-6880217, Paul, Maria Pangiotis (nee 

Stath) . 
A-6989973, Perey, Emi!io Guevarra. 
A-7119144, Perry, Jean Marie. 
A-7297155, Pinon, Tomas. 
A-7178062, Pontikos, Michael Spirros. 
A-7140350, Preston, Frances Rae or Laza-

rus or Israel. 
A-5595147, Pugnato, Stefano. 
A-4288460, Ramos, Nicolasa (nee Del 

Muro). 
A-5985586, Ramos, Helen Amelia. 
A-3702936, Recesei, Katalin. 
A-3772162, Reihl, Wilhelmina alias Minnie 

Reihl. 
A-6773060, Reinheimer, Yvette Jacqueline 

or Yvette Reinheimer. 
A-2098737, Rios, Laura Leon vda de or 

Laura Leon de Liston or Laura Leon Liston
Rios. 

A-5861237, Ripley; Jane Ann. 
A-7420185, Roberts, Therese Marie (nee 

Robilland). 
A-6777807, Robinson, Catherine Olwyn or 

Waters (nee Snook). 
A- 9765046, Rodriguez, Artur Concalves or 

Arthur Goncalves Rodrigues. 

A-3077541, Roed, Oskar Sigvard or , Oskar 
Paulsen. 

A-7945604, Rojas-Sanchez, Antonio. 
A-2809639, Rolli, Maria. 

· . A-3416991, Rosen, Mendel or Max Rosen. 
A-3464397, Rosen, Jean or Jenny Rosen 

(nee Leibowitz). 
A-6878084, Reusch, Dorothea. 
A-3360266', Sakihara, Genjiro or Haihichiro 

Tamaki. 
A-3550752, Satomi, Ichimatsu. 
A-6669626, Scaletta, Grazia Giacone alias 

Grace Scaletta. 
A-2715684, Scheibling, Sussana alias Susan 

Scheibling (nee Mayer) formerly Mussar. 
A-5814780, Schmidt, Lloyd David. 
A-6394416, Schneider, Adam. 
A-7037354, Schwab, Norman Maurice. 
A-4573920, Shangraw, Earl Melvin (Mel, 

Melford, Wilfred, or Shanny). 
A-5081504, Shee, Lum or Lum Shee Jung 

or Mamie. Jung or Lum Hong Chew. 
A-3712461, Sheong, Kong Fee or George Gee 

Shang Gong or George Gong. 
A-7360882, Shunnarah, Huda Jamil. 
A-9825345, Skaltsiotis, Demetrios. 
A-1755533, Soares, Antonio Joze or Antonio 

Jose Soares or Antonio Joze Graca or ·Antonio 
J. Graca 0r An1ionio J. Braca. 

A-5737605, Soelsepp, Martha Louise (Mar
tha Louise Sepp) . 

A-7476966, Solano, Ceferino Toy. 
A-7138212, Spear, Maria Panagiotis (nee 

Dalekos). 
A-6874291, Spence, Georgina May (nee 

Bailey). 
A-7197989, Spinosa, Giuseppa formerly 

Cabras (nee Carloni). 
A-6870415, Stamulakis, Alexandra Atha

nasios (nee Gilla) . 
A-2613782, Stein, Max, alias Max Silver

stein. 
A-7381385, Stoddart, Harold. 
A-7351180, Sullivan, Paulina formerly 

Kavanagh (nee Dowdall). 
'A-7394779, Swider, Stefania (nee Lupini

ak). 
A-9769595, Syropoulos, Athanasios or Atha

nase Syropoulos. 
A-3987587, Takata, Saneo. 
A-5534917, Talas, Kalman alias Coleman 

Talas. 
A-2371217, Taormina, Grace or Gladys Taor-

mina. 
A-2352237, Tatuska, Albert or Albert Taler. 
A-6991783, Tawil, Yvonne Kendi. 
A-7379192, Thierauf, Rosemarie Elfriede or 

Rosemarie Elfriede Holmgren. 
A-73517109, Thomas, Klaus Peter Thomas, 

formerly Klaus Peter Edelhoff. 
A-7351110, Thomas, Harold, formerly Har-

old Edelhoff. · 
A-4532328, Toho, Teikichi. 
A-1010674, Topel, August Kaarl, alias Al· 

fred V. Topil. 
A-6301499, Trueba, Enrique, alias Enrique 

Trueba Rosas or Carlos Vega. 
A-5471983, Vitale, Nicolantonio or Nicola 

Vitale. 
A-5564535, Walsh, Mary Margaret. 
A-6078015, Williams, Juana Sapida. 
A-6077495, Wyss, Bert · Arnold or Beat Ar-

nold Wyss. 
A-3994005, Yamaguchi, Naoakira or Nowa

kada Yamaguchi or Tams Yamaguchi. 
A-7091334, Yates, Kerry Gayna or Kerry 

Gayna McTaggart. 
A-6628433, Yogel, Pesia Rojtenberg or Pesia 

Dwojra Rojtenberg. 
A-1970678, Yu, Tchen Dian. 
A-3679045, Zupanic, Grga or Frank Zupanic. 
A-6848521, Lu, John. 

OVER~EAS NAVIGATION CORPORATION
REFERENCE OF BILL TO COURT OF 
CLAIMS-REPORT OF A COMMITTEE 

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr President, from 
the Committee on the Judiciary, I report 
an original resolution to ·ref er House bill 
1580, for the relief of Overseas Naviga-

tion Corporation, to the Court of Claims, 
and I submit a report <No. 657) thereon. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report 
will be received, and the resolution will be 
placed on the calendar. 

The resolution <S. Res. 193), reported 
by Mr. McCARRAN, from the Committee 
on the Judiciary, was ordered to be placed 
on the calendar, as follows: 

Resolved, That the bill (H. R. 1580) for the 
relief of Overseas Navigation Corporation, 
now pending in the Senate, together with all 
the accompanying papers, is hereby referred 
to the Court of Claims; and the court shall 
proceed with the same in accordance with 
the provisions of sections 1492 and 2509 of 
title 28 of the United States Code and report 
to the Senate, at the earliest practicable 
date, giving such findings of fact and con
clusions thereon as shall be sufficient to in
form the Congress of the nature and charac
ter of the demand as a claim, legal or equi
table, against the United States and the 
amount, if any, legally or equitably due from 
the United States to the claimant: Provided, 
however, That the p.assage of this resolution 
shall not be construed as an inference of lia
bility on the part of the Government of the 
United States. 

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRO· 
DU CED 

Bills and joint resolutions were i_ntro
duced, read the first time, and, by unani .. 
mous consent, the second time, and re .. 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. NIXON: 
S. 2017. A bill for the relief of Gertrude 0. 

Yerxa, Mr. G. Olive Yerxa, and Dr. Charles 
W. Yerxa; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RUSSELL (by request): 
S. 2018. A bill to retrocede to the State of 

North Carolina concurrent jurisdiction over 
a highway at Fort Bragg, N. C.; 

s. 2019. A bill to authorize attendance of 
civilians at schools conducted by the De
partment of Defense and the Department of 
the Treasury, and for other purpm:es; and 

S. 2020. A bill to authorize the Secretary 
of the Army to transfer to the Secretary of 
Interior certain lands on which tj1e 
Seattle Fish and Wildlife Service Labora
tory is located; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

By Mr. CAPEHART: 
S. 2021. A bill to preserve ~he scenic beauty 

of the Niagara Falls and Ri¥er, to authorize 
the construction of certain works of improve
ment on that river for power purposes and 
to further the interests of national security 
by authorizing the prompt development of 
such works of improvement for power pur
poses; to the Committee on Public Works. 

By Mr. WILEY: 
S. 2022. A bill for the· relief of Francesca 

Venturini; and 
S. 2023. A bill to amend section 32 of the 

Trading With the Enemy Act to provide for 
judicial review (with accompanying papers): 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NIXON: 
S. 2024. A bill for the relief of Ching Wong 

Keau (Mrs. Ching Sen); to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CHAVEZ: 
S. 2025. A bill to amend section 9 of the 

Federal-Aid Highway Act of 1950 (64 Stat. 
785) , to increase the amount available as 
an emergency relief fund for the repair 
or reconstruction of highways and bridges 
damaged by floods or other catastrophes; to 
the Committee on Public Works. 

By Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina 
(by request): 

S. 2026. A bill to provide for adjustment 
in the compensation of certain employees 
transferred to the General Services Adminis
tration from the Post Office Department pur
suant to Reorganization Plan No. 18 effec-
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tive July l, 1950; to the Committee on Post 
Office and Civil Service. 

By Mr. LANGER: . 
S. 2027. A bill for the relief of Leo Kleve; 

and 
S. 2028. A bill for the relief of John Ber

berian; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. BRICKER (for himself and Mr. 

TAFT); 
S. J. Res. 92. Joint resolution authorizing 

the President to issue a proclamation des
ignating the third Monday of August of each 
year as National Caddie Day; to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HENNINGS (for himself, Mr. 
CHAVEZ, Mr. CLEMENTS, Mr. DOUG
LAS; Mr. GREEN, Mr. HILL, Mr. LEH
MAN, Mr. MURRAY, Mr. FLANDERS, Mr. 
LANGER, Mrs. SMITH of Maine, Mr. KE
FAUVER, Mr. HUMPHREY, Mr. GIL-

·LETTE, and Mr. KERR): 
S. J. Res. 93. Joint resolution to establish 

a Missouri Basin Survey Commission; to the 
Committee on Public Works. 

(See the remarks of Mr. HENNINGS when he 
introduced the above joint resolution, which 
appear under a separate heading.) 

INTERNATIONAL DISARMAMENT 

Mr. FLANDERS. Mr. President, on 
August 15, I announced that it was the 
intention of myself and 20 other Sen
ators to submit a concurrent resolution 
in favor of international disarmament. 
On behalf of myself, the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. GILLETTE], the junior Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. HENDRICKSON], the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. HENNINGS], 
the senior Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
HILL], the junior Senator from Minne
sota [Mr. HUMPHREY], the Senator from 
Wyoming [Mr. HUNT], the senior Sen
ator from New York [Mr. IVES], the Sen
ator from Pennsylvania [Mr. MARTIN]~ 
the Senator from South Dakota (Mr. 
MUNDT], the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
ROBERTSON], the senior Senator from 
New Jersey CMr. SMITH], the Senator 
from Maine [Mrs. SMITH], the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. STENNIS], the sen
ior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. THYEl, 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
TOBEY], the junior Senator from Ala
bama [Mr. SPARKMAN], the junior Sen
ator from New York CMr. LEHMAN], the 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. LAN
GER], and the Senator from California 
[Mr. NIXON], I now submit for appro
priate reference the concurrent resolu
tion. 

The concurrent resolution CS. Con. 
Res. 42) was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, as fallows: 

Whereas the Soviet Government has made 
it clear by word and deed that it plans world 
coilquest and the extension of communism 
throughout every continent; and 

Whereas the armed force of the Soviet 
Union and its satellites has been the deter
mining factor in enabling Commun~st mi
norities to conouer and enslave free nations 
and free people in denial of the worth of 
the individual and the laws of God; and 

Whereas these conditions have compelled 
and \vill continue to compel the United States 
and other free nations to arm themselves 
strongly and resolutely; and 

Whereas this armament race may very 
likely lead to war as others have in the past; 
and 

Whereas the people of the world, whether 
enslaved or free, whether serving Communist 
masters or determining their own destinies 
will in that event suffer miseries which can
not even be imagined; and · 

Whereas, in supporting this massive arma
ment, their standard of living is being held 

down and their freedom restrained; therefore 
be it 

Resolved by the Senate (the House con
curring), That, in the interests of all men 
everywhere, it be the declared purpose of 
this country to achieve international dis
armament, so that these burdens and these 
calamities may be lifted from the backs of 
the people of the earth; and to accomplish 
this purpose; be it further 

Resolved, That the President of the United 
States be urged, in accordance with his al
ready announced purpose, to pursue that ob
jective by all appropriate means, including 
(a) obtaining agreement of all nations to a 
complete inventory of all armaments. with 
continuous and expert inspections of such 
armaments under United Nations auspices, 
(b) obtaining agreement among nations for 
universal regulations and reduction of arma
ments under adequate and dependable guar
anty against violation, ( c) obtaining agree
ment among nations for such freedoms of 
interchange of communications and persons 
as will insure reliable information to all 
peoples as to the activities of other people 
beyond their national borders, and (d) ob
taining agreement among nations to provide 
the United Nations with armed forces as pro
vided by the Charter; and be it further 

Resolved, That these proposals and en
deavors be permanently in effect until ac
cepted and be repeatedly and continuously 
offered as an evidence of our honest deter
mination to achieve world peace; and be it 
further 

Resolved, That, in support of the energies 
and resources released for raising the stand
ards of all peoples when the burden of arma
ment has been lifted, our Government. 
pledges itself to devote such part of its own 
released energies and resources as can be 
wisely used to assist other peoples to develop 
their resources and establish their self
support; and, finally, be it 

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be 
transmitted to the President of the United 
States, to the Secretary of State, to the Secre
tary-General of the United Nations, and to 
each United Nations Delegate, and also that 
copies be transmitted to the presiding officer 
of every national parliament, congress, and 
deliberative assembly throughout the world. 

INCREASE IN LIMIT OF EXPENDITURES 
BY SELECT COMMITTEE ON SMALL 
BUSINESS 

Mr. SPARKMAN submitted the fol
lowing resolution (S. Res. 194), which 
was referred to the Committee on Rules 
and Administration: 

Resolved, That in discharging the duties 
imposed upon it by Senate Resolution 58, 
Eighty-first Congress, the Select Committee 
on Small Business is authorized to expend 
the sum of $15,000 from the contingent fund 
of the Senate in addition to any other morieys 
available to the committee for such purpose. 
The authority contained in this resolution 
shall expire on January 31, 1~52. 

:PRINTING OF ADDITIONAL COPIES OF 
HEARINGS RELATING TO ORGANIZA
TION AND OPERATION OF CONGRESS 

Mr. HAYDEN submitted the fallowing 
resolution <S. Res. 195), which was con
sidered by unanimous consent and agreed 
to: 

Resolved, That 1,000 additional copies of 
the hearings held before the Committee on 
Expenditlires in the Executive Departments, 
relative to the organization and operation 
of Congress, be printed for the use of said 
committee. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE 

On motion by Mr. GEORGE, the Com
mittee on Finance was discharged from 
the further consideration of the bill (S. 

1940) to provide certain educational and 
training benefits to veterans who served 
1n the active military, naval, or air serv
ice on or after June 27, 1950, and it was 
referred to the Committee on Labor and 
Public Welfare. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED 

The following bills were each read 
twice by their titles and referred as in
dicated: 

H. R. 4055. An act to authorize for an ad
ditional 1-year period the use of rivers and 
harbors appropriations for maintenan ce of 
the canal from Cape May Harbor to Dela
ware Bay and the railroad and highway 
bridges over such canal; to the Committee 
on Public Works. 

H. R. 5113. An act to maintain the se
curity and promote the foreign policy and 
provide for the general welfare of the United 
States by furnishing assistance to friendly 
nations in the interest of international peace 
and security; to the Committees on Foreign 
Relations and ·Armed Services, jointly. 

ADDRESSES, EDITORIALS, ARTICLES, ETC., 
PRINTED IN THE APPENDIX 

On request, and by unanimous con
sent, addresses, editorials, articles, and 
so forth, were ordered to be printed in 
the Appendix, as follows: 

By Mr. CONNALLY: 
Letter addressed to him by Hon. Maurice 

J . Tobin, Secretary of Labor, regarding the 
charge of $15 a worker for contracted Mexi
can agricultural workers. 

Article entitled "Texas Is Solving Its Own 
Minority Problem," written by Elizabeth 
Carpenter and published in the Washington 
Post of August 13, 1951. 

By Mr. McFARLAND: 
Statement by Brig. Gen. David Sarnoff, 

chairman of the board of the Radio Corp. 
of America, upon his return from an extended 
visit in Europe. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Nebraska : 
Article entitled "Why The New Controls 

Act Is Bad," written by Henry Hazlitt, and 
published in the August 13, 1951, Issue of 
Newsweek. 

List of pending requests for withdrawals 
of land in Alaska. 

By Mr. NIXON: 
Poem in tribute to the late Lt. Herbert Lee 

Jordan, killed in Korea, · written by his 
brother, Harvey D. Jordan. 

By Mr. KILGORE: 
Editorial entitled "Rebuilding in Korea," 

published in the New York Times of August 
10, 1951. 

By Mr. CHAVEZ: 
List of questions on our international pol

icy propounded by Mr. Cash Ramey, of 
Clovis, N. Mex. 

Statement by 0. Roy Chalk at reception 
in honor of Korean Ambassador, August 9, 
1951. 

By Mr. CAPEHART: 
Editorial entitled "Where There's Fire 

There's Fire," published in the Washington 
Times-Herald of August 19, 1951, comment
ing on the President's statement denouncing 
character assassins and scandalmongers. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: 
Editorial entitled "Three Questions," pub

lished in the St. Louis Post-Dispatch of Au
gust 13, 1951, relating to National Demo
crat-ic Chairman William M. Boyle, Jr. 

Editorial, "They Mustn't Be Silenced," 
published in the August 16, 1951, editorial of 
Journal-Every Evening, of Wilmington, Del., 
relating to the investigation of the Recon
struction Finance Corporation. 

By Mr. WATKINS: 
Article entitled "Full Quota of 2,150 Nava

jos To Arrive at Intermountain," published 
in the Box Elder News-Journal of August 15, 
1951. 
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By Mr. CAIN: 
Editorial commenting on the Stalin brand 

of communism, published in the Bellevue 
(Wash.) American. 

By Mr. WELKER: 
Editorial entitled "MCCARTHY Has the An

swer," published in the Idaho Daily States
man of August 16, 1951. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: 
Editorial paying tribute to Sgt. Samuel 

Woodfill, hero of World War I, published in 
the Lexington (Ky.) Herald. 

CALL OF THE ROLL 

Mr. McFARLAND. I suggest the ab
sence of a quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secre-
tary will call the roll. · 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and 
the following Senators answered to their 
names: 
Bennett Hendrickson McKellar 
Bricker Hennings McMahon 
But ler, Md. Hickenlooper Millikin 
Butler, Nebr. Hill Moody 
Byrd Holland Mundt 
Cain Humphrey Nixon 
Capehart Hunt O'Conor 
Carlson ·Ives O'Mahoney 
case Johnson, Colo. Robertson 
Chavez Johnson, Tex. Russell 
Clements Johnston, S. C. Saltonstall 
Connally Kefauver Schoeppel 
Cordon Kerr Smathers 
Dirksen Kilgore Smith, Maine 
Duff Langer Smith, N. J. 
Dworshak Lehman Smith, N. C. 
Eastland Lodge Sparkman 
Ecton Long Stennis 
Ellender Magnuson Th ye 
Ferguson Malone Underwood 
Flanders Martin Watkins 
Frear Maybank Welker 
Fulbright McCarran Wherry 
George McCarthy Wiley 
Gillette McClellan Williams 
Hayden McFarland 

Mr. JOHNSON of. ~exas. I announce 
that the Senator from New Mexico lMr. 
ANDERSON] is absent by leave of the Sen
ate. 

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
BENTON] the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
DouGLAsJ, the Senator from Rhode Is
land [Mr. GREEN], the Senator from· 
North Carolina [Mr. HOEY], the Senator 
froni Oklahoma [Mr. MONRONEY]' the 
Senator from Montana [Mr. MURRAY], 
the Senator from West Virginia lMr. 
NEELY], and the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. PASTORE] are absent on offi
cial business. 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I announce that 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. AIKEN] 
and the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
YouNGJ are absent by leave of the Senate. 

The Senator from Maine [Mr. BREW
STER] and the Senator from Missouri 
. [Mr. KEM] are absent on official business. 

The Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. BRIDGES], the Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. JENNER], the Senator from Califor
nia [Mr. KNOWLAND], and the Senator 
from OHIO [Mr. TAFT] are necessarily 
absent. 

The Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
MoRsEJ and the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. TOBEY] are absent be
cause of illness. 
AMENDMENT OF THE MERCHANT MARINE 

ACT, 1936 

The VICE PRESIDENT. A quorum is 
present. If there is no further routine 
business, the Chair lays before the Sen
ate the unfinished business, the amend
ment of the Merchant Marine Act, 1936. 

The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill CS. 241 > to amend the Mer
chant Marine Act, 1936, as amended, to 
further promote the development and 
maintenance of the American merchant 
marine, and r"or other purposes. · 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques
tion is on agreeing to the motion of the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. WILLIAMS] 
to recommit the bill to the Gommittee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
~ARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION-RE,. 
PORT OF A COMMITTEE (REPT. NO. 647) 

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, by di
rection of the Committee on Rules and 
Administration I submit a report on the 
1950 election of a United States Senator 
for the State of M~ryland . 

A hearing subcommittee of the Sub
committee on Privileges and Elections, 
consisting of . the Senator from Okla
homa [Mr. MoNRONEY], chairman, the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. HENNINGS], 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. HEN
DRICKSON], and the Senator from Maine, 
[Mrs. SMITH], was appointed to investi
gate and hold hearings on charges made 
with respect to the 1950 Maryland sena
torial general election. The four Sena- , 
tors submitted their report to the Sub
committee on Privileges and Elections, 
which report was thereafter unanimous
ly adopted by that subcommittee . and 
favorably reported to the Committee on 
Rules and Administration. . 

The recommendations made in the 
report, designed to · improve the political 
tone in the conduct of congressional elec
tions, may be condensed into five head
ings: 

First. That there be fixed by law the 
responsibility of any congressional can
didate for the campaign acts of his cam
paign manager and other authorized 
campaign aides. 

Second. That there be outlawed com
posite pictures and other composites such 
as voice recordings or motion pictures 
which are misleading as to their validity 
and actual occurrence. 

Third. That hereafter individuals be 
required to report their contribution$ to 
all Federal election · campaigns. 

This will require a restudy of the Fed
eral Corrupt Practices Act in its rela
tion t~ political contributions made at a 
local level to a candidate for a Federal 
office. 

Fourth. To require any group making 
Federal campaign contributions to iden
tify its members and the individual con
tributions made by each. 

Fifth. To increase the limitations on 
campaign expenditures to reasonable 
amounts and to reduce the exemptions 
from expenditure limitations. 

In this last regard it is well known 
-that the present limitations in the Fed
eral Corrupt Practices . Act on dollar 
amo·unts which may be expended by a 
Federal candidate has resulted in many 
subterfuges. · 

In this connection it may be of inter
est also to know that the Committee on 
Rules and Administration is now having 
the Library of Congress prepare a com
pilation of State and Federal election 
laws. From that study should come 
conclusions which, on being made avail-

able to the several States, may bring 
about improvements . in their election 
laws to bring them into clos·er and more 
workmanlike harmony with the Federal 
laws on the same subject. 

One last suggestion in the report, Mr. 
President, should not be ignored. It is 
the recommendation that a general and 
over-all study should at once be under
taken by both of the great political par
ties in concert to raise standards of fair 
compaigning and officially to condemn 
the use of unfounded charges or other 
tactics which cast doubt upon the patri
otism or loyalty of competing candi
dates. I feel that we cannot lay too 
much stress upon this duty which Demo
crats · and Republicans alike owe to an 
informed electorate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report 
will be received and printed. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, I un
derstand that during the day the junior 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Mc
CARTHY] desires to file his individual 
views, which may be printed with the 
report. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Minority 
views cannot be accepted except by 
unanimous consent, or, if any question 
is raised, by a majority of the Senate. 
A committee cannot authorize one of 
its members to file minority views. Is 
there objection to the filing of minority 
views by the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. McCARTHY]? 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I am 
not certain that the Senator from Wis
consin intends to file minority views. I 
believe that to do so would require the 
agreement of more than· one member of 
the committe·e. I believe the Senator 
from Wisconsin stated that he may wish 
to express his own personal views on the 
subject. 
. The VICE PRESIDENT. That is the 
same proposition. 

Mr. HAYDEN. I merely advise the 
Senate that I understand that the Sen
ator from Wisconsin [Mr. McCARTHY] 
would later in the day ask the consent -
of the Senate to file his individual views. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That ques
tion can be passed on when the request 
is made. 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, a par
lia.mentary inquiry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
will state it. 

Mr. WHERRY. Is the Senate now in 
the morning hour? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate 
is not in the morning hour. The report 

· of the Committee on Rules and Admin
istration was a privileged matter. The 
report has been filed. Does the Senator 
wish to comment on the report? 

Mr. WHERRY. Yes. 
Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I de

sire to submit a conference report on the 
agricultural appropriation bill. 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Mr. President, 
will the Senator from Nebraska yield? 
I have a committee report which I wish 
to file. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair 
'\'":ill advise all Senators that he will rec
ognize them as soori as possible. It is 
not known how Ieng the Senator from 
Nebraska will ~peak. 
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Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I shali 

speak far about 10 minutes in presenting 
my observations on the report of the 
Committee on Rules and Administra
tion. 

Therefore~ I ask ·Senators to wait, 
please. 

Mr. President, as ranking minority 
member of the Rules Committee, .the 
junior Senator :'.:rom Nebraska has some 
direct interest in the report presented by 
the distinguished Senator from .Arizona 
[Mr. HAYDEN}. 

The Committee o·n Rulee and Admin
istration wisely; made provision for· the 
filing of additional views., if Senators 
concerned wish to do so. l understand 
that the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
McCARTHY] has been speci:ficany men
tioned in this connection, an'd also is 
mentioned in the report. I am sure he 
will make whate'"ler reply he thinks ap
p!'opriate. 

The Senate has alwa;ys upheld the 
great tradition and principle of its :pro
cedures, by which every Member is en
titled to present his views and none will 
be suppressed. 

The report which has been submitted 
by the committee chairman [Mr. HAY
DEN] comes to the Senate by vote of the 
Rules Committee on August 8. Al
though that vote was taken in executive 
session, information ebout it reached the 
press, and newspapers reported that the 
junior Senator from Nebraska voted 
against the acceptance of the subcom
mittee report. 

Mr. President, that is true. I did vote 
against accepting the report for very 
important reasons. which I believe 
shoUld appeal to Members on bath sides 
of the aisle. 

What I have to say now fs no reflec
t:on on the work of the members of the 
Subcommittee on Privileges and Elec
tions which rendered this report. I am 
convinced they approched their delicate 
task in a sincere and constructive way. 
Yet the nature of their assignment led 

- ·them to formulate a ·report which is not 
a model for Senate investigations, nor 
is it just to the parties concerned in the 
Maryland election. 

The subcommittee permitted circum
stances to lead it. I think, into making 
a compos.ite report, which in many 
ways is every bit as bad as the com
posite picture in the Tydings t~bloid was 
declared to be. 

It is easy to see how this came about. 
On the one hand, the subcommit

tee narrowed its sights to Maryland, 
although there was no actual contest for 
the senatorial seat from Maryland to 
provide justification. 

Then, on the other hand, the sub
committee enlarged the scope of its ob
servations on bad campaign practices 
to include sweeping assumptions and 
recommendations. 

By bringing the two. together in a 
single report, the effect is to present a 
composite picture which focuses upon the 
single State of Maryland, upon the Re
publican Party alone ·in Maryland. and 
upon one candidate out of many in both 
political parties, the full brunt of criti
cism of campaign practices that deserve 
Nation-wide attention. 

So long as there was no actual con
test made o'Ver the Maryland senatorial 
seat-and there is no dispute about 
that--theJ.·e remained only the complaint 
of tLiltair campaign practices to examine. 

With Maryland-only one State ant of 
many-called to public attention for bad 
campaign practices, the subcommittee 
should have broadened its investigation 
so as to embrace improper campaign 
cnnduct in all States where senatorial 
elections took place. 

Had it done that, the subcommittee 
report would have been more fairly bal
anced and better grounded, I think, in 
the information it o:ffers as the basis for 
remedial legislation. 

As the repert now stands, it works an 
injustice-however unintentional-upon 
all concerned. 

Tllat is my main reason, Mr. President 
for voting against the· fuU committee 
adoptioo of the report. I did not want 
a major committee of which I am a 
member to censure one campaign out of 
many. when there · was no cvntest of the 
senatorial seat involved, and when the 
conditions brought forward by the report 
are Nation-wide. That is my point and 
the whole burden of my remarks. 

This view, I think, will appeal to tem
perate Members on both sides of the 
aisle, because any fair survey of national 
elections in recent years wm show that 
misconduct in campaign practices is not 
limited to one political party, nor are 
such p.ractices properly the subiect of a 
moral indictment against any one State. 

I do not intend to ana]yze the com
mittee report or to criticize it in de.tail 
this afternoon. But there are other rea
sons, springing from the report itself, 
why I voted against its acceptance by the 
full committee. 

The subcommittee had one question 
to answer, and that is whether there 
were sufficient reasons for a recommen
dation to the Rules Committee to start 
formal proceedings to unseat the Sen
atorfrom Maryland fMr. Bvrr.ERJ. 

The report answered that question 
cleanly and directly in these words: 
The facts developed from the evidence before 
thls subcommittee are not sufficient in our 
judgment to recommend the unseating of 
Senator Btn'LER Ep. 2 ot report). 

Mr. President, that automatically con
firms the seat of the Senator from Mary
land. 

Had the subcommittee developed this 
conclusion by thorough investigation of 
both sides of the Maryland campaign, 
and without going so far afield in its 
observations on bad campaign practices 
in general, l could have concurred in its 
findings. I want the members of the 
subcommittee to know that. 

But the subcommittee report did not 
treat the Maryland campaign as a whole, 
nor did it confine itself to the main ques
tion. The subcommittee limited itself to 
the complaints filed by the fo.rmer Sen
ator from Maryland, Mr. Tydings. I 
wish to say in defense of the committee 
that, as I understand it, Mr. Tydings' 
complaint was the only one filed. 

While the subcommittee is well within 
its right to confine the scope of its in
quiry, the unfortunate result was to place 
the Senator ~rom Maryland [Mr. BuT-

LERJ alone on the defensive and to give 
the impression that Mr. Tydings con
ducted his campaign in absolute polit
ical purity. 

This places the voters of Maryland, 
the Senator from MaryJa:nd fMr. BUT
LER] who won the campaign, and the 
Republican Party, whose standard he 
bore, tn an improper light totally unwar
ranted by the ci:reumsta:nces. 

On page 39 of the report, the subcom
mittee makes the point that the Senator 
from Maryland fMr. BUTLER] has not 
disclaimed responsibility for acts re
ported to have been done in. his cam
paign. If I am correct, I believe those 
are the last lines of the report. Per
sonaUy I think they should never have 
been included. ·in fact, I objected to 
that charge when the report was sub
mitted to the :full committee. 

If these acts were so bad, why did the 
subcommittee clear bim. I believe that 
question answers itself. 

Moreover, the Senator from Mary]and 
took an active part during the hearings 
:in denying responsibility for the acts 
charged about his campa!gn. 

Finally the subcommittee itself found 
the evidence insufficient to recommend 
unseating the Sena tor from Maryland. 

The subcommittee reported: 
Much af the 195() Maryland senatorial cam

paign . was in the regular and. tradl?tional 
American poUtieal pattern. And Eike any vig
o:romly fought election, it hadl gaodl and bad 
features tbat stand out. 

Mr. Presi-:fent, that is a fair and, I be
lieve, a true observation. Again, had the 
subcommittee stopped there, I could 
have accepted the report; but it went 
on to pick out the bad features. and to 
focus an the faults of our election laws 
on Maryland, as: something of a horrible 
example. 

Other campaigns in 1950 a:id. in pre
vious years have been just as heated, 

· jU:>1; as vigoro:.isly contested!. and just as 
full of border-line campaign practices. 

In :f~ •. if the sub.committee bad ex..,. 
'P,lored the subject ill. proper histcrical 
perspe.ctive, it would have found that 
present-day political campaigns. file con
tests with velvet gloves. as compared to 
others in the past history of the Nation. 

Mr. President, if f;llyone questions that 
statement, I wish to refer to a book en
titled "The Americalil Past." by Roger 
Butterfield, a historian. If Senators 
would Iike to spend a rainy af te:rnoon or 
even a day in examining what has been 
do:ie :in past campaigns, I recommend an 
examination of the cartoons included. in 
this book. For instance, on page 20 
there appears a cartoon of George Wash
ington himself, who is represented as 
repelling an invasion of French Re-pub
lican "cannibals" while seated in what 
is called his Federalist cba1·iot. the 
wheels of which are held back by a 
frantic-looking Thomas Jefferson. Just 
think of that-even the father of his 
country was held up to political lam
pooning. That cartoon is to be found 
on page 20 of this book. Turning to 
page 32, we find the black-eyedr hatchet
faced, unscrupulous Aaron Burr. Here 
he is depicted as. an animal; he is a devil 
with horns. That was when he was 
running for election. I have nev~r seen 

I 
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anything quite so vicious in a cartoon 
as this one. 

Passing on further, we find "The 
Charming Madisons," and Senators 
should see how President Madison is 
depicted, on page 50, at a time when he 
was contesting for the office of President 
of the United States. 

Turning to page 90, we find Andrew 
Jackson depicted suggestively in con
nection with "The Downfall of Mother 
Bank." It represents him as being in 
a state of intoxication, in which he sees 
snakes, and in which his face is por
trayed as everything but what it should 
be. His body is easily identifiable as 
that of a serpent. 

Mr. President, when people talk about 
pictures, let them look at the manner in 
which Andrew Jackson was caricatured 
in that campaign. 

Turning to page 94, we find carica
tures of the whole list of anti-Masonic 
party candidates. The caricatures are 
something terrific·. Next, we come to 
Van Buren. 

Mrs. SMITH of Maine. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. WHERRY. I yield to the Senator 
from Maine. 

Mrs. SMITH of Maine. Does the Sen
ator from Nebraska consider that two 
wrongs make a right, one canceling the 
other? 

Mr. WHERRY. No. What I am en
deavoring to say, if the distinguished 
Senator from Maine will permit, is that 
if we are to have new rules of conduct, 
as to which I am in complete agreement 
with the recommendations of the com
mittee, our investigation must not be 
confined only to the Republican cam
paign in the State of Maryland in 1950. 
,We must inquire into the historical back
grounds of all campaigns. We must ex
amine into the historical backgrounds of 
State campaigns. A careful examina
tion would have to be made of the elec
tion laws in all the States of the Union. 
If the work were to be carried on in that 
fashion, I want to say to my distin
guished colleague from Maine it would 
require the time and study of the full 
committee, with adequate staff, and it 
would involve the expenditure of a con
siderable sum of money, which might be 
difficult to obtain from the Senate. We 
ought to explore the historical back
ground, clear back to the beginning of 
our Government. · If an investigation of 
that sort were made, we would have a 
better idea of what is necessary in order 
to· attempt to write rules of conduct to 
govern senatorial campaigns. That was 
my idea. 

Mrs. SMITH of Maine. Mr. President, 
will the Senator from Nebraska yield 
further? 

Mr. WHERRY. I am glad to yield. 
Mrs. SMITH of Maine. Is not the 

junior Senator from Nebraska aware of 
the fact that the subcommittee has also 
on its agenda the investigation of the 
Ohio election? 

Mr. WHERRY. I am aware of that. 
Mrs. SMITH of Maine. Is the Senator 

not aware of the fact that the subcom
mittee has on its agenda a schedule of 
hearings designed to do the very thing 
of which he speaks? 

Mr. WHERRY. That is correct; and 
that supports my argument that we 
should not stop with the recommenda
tions regarding the Maryland campaign. 
We should thoroughly investigate all 
elections which have been challenged, 
and all elections as to which it has been 
suggested there ought to be further 
investigation. 

I may say to the distinguished Senator 
from Maine that I really hope my state
ment is constructive. Before the Sena
tor came upon the floor, I had already 
stated, I think, that I thought the work 
of the subcommittee was intended to be 
objective, but that the recommendations 
of the subcommittee go further than the 
facts of the Maryland election investi
gation warrant. If we are to write rules 
of conduct, or attempt to write them, 
and if they are to be applied to every 
State in the Union, it will be necessary 
not only to investigate thoroughly the 
practices, both fair and unfair, employed 
in campaigns, but to examine the elec
tion laws of each of the States of the 
Union. It is going to be very difficult to 
write rules of conduct which will be 
acceptable to all the States of the Union, 
and which will conform to the historical 
pattern of campaigns which have been 
held in the United States. 

Mrs. SMITH of Maine. The junior 
Senator from Maine was on the floor 
when the junior Senator from Nebraska 
made that statement; but did not the 
junior Senator from Nebraska state to 
the junior Senator from Maine that the 
subcommittel had done a good job in 
writing its report? 

Mr. WHERRY. That is correct. 
Mrs. SMITH of Maine. Then, I did 

not misunderstand the Senator. 
Mr. WHERRY. Oh, no. What I said 

at the outset was, I thought the com
mittee had done a whale of a job which 
had been assigned to it; it cleared JoHN 

. BUTLER and I said I thought the report 
was objective. But I think the recom
mendations go much further than is 
warranted by the findings in merely the 
Republican campaign in the State of 
Maryland. If we are to write rules of 
conduct, we must go far beyond the work 
done by the subcommittee which has 
made Hs recommendations on the basis 
of its investigation of the Republican 
senatorial campaign in the State of 
Maryland alone. • 

Mrs. SMITH of Maine. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield further? 

Mr. ~HERRY. I am glad to yield. 
Mrs. SMITH of Maine. The junior 

Senator from Maine wants to be sure 
that she understood correctly when the 
junior Senator from Nebraska told her 
that it was a good report. I am either· 
misunderstanding now what the Senator 
is saying, or I misunderstood what he 
said at that time; and I should like to 
have a clarification of it. 
· Mr. WHERRY. I think I made some 
very pertinent observations immediately 
after the report was submitted by the 
Senator from Arizona. I said then, while 
I wanted to compliment the committee 
on the work which had been done and 
on the report which had been submitted, 
yet I did riot ·agree with some of the 
contents of the report. For· example, I 

cited the last three lines of the report on 
page 39. At the last meeting of the Rules 
Committee, at which the report was ap
proved, I gained the impression that, 
had a i~10tion been made, the statement 
contained in those last three lines of the 
report might have been stricken. I am 
not sure about it, because the meeting 
adjourned before that was ever done. 
However, I think the three last lines 
should never have been written into the 
report. 

Secondly, if the distinguished Senator 
from Maine will listen to me for a mo
ment, because I am speaking to her ob
servation-and I think she will recall 
that on a previous occasion I very for
cibly stated that I thought the speech 
of the junior Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. BENTON] was most unfortunate
she will understand my position is that if 
we are to formulate rules of conduct and 
propose remedial legislation, the subject 
goes far beyond what is contained in the 
report of the subcommittee. It will re- . 
quire an exhaustive research into all of 
the practices under all of the State elec
tion laws. If we could proceed on that 
basis, with the services of the full staff, 
and a study by the full committee, I 
should certainly be willing to carry out 
the recommendations. 

Mr. HENNINGS. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. WHERRY. I want to yield fur
ther to the Senator from Maine [Mrs. 
SMITH], bef.ore yielding to any other 
Senator. • 

Mrs. SMITH of Maine. I quite agree 
with the Senator from Nebraska that it 
was most unfortunate that the Benton 
resolution was submitted at the time it 
was, because the committee had very 
carefully stated in its recommendations 
that whatever action might be taken 
should not be retroactive. 

Mr. WHERRY. That is correct . 
Mrs. SMITH of Maine. The Benton 

resolution should have no connection 
with the report on the Maryland elec
tion. I may state further that the com
mittee would very gladly have continued 
the hearing, had there been any kind of 
manifested intention or suggestion to 
that effect. I think the Senator from 
Nebraska will remember very clearly that 
the Senator from Wisconsin was given 
every opportunity to propose changes in 
the report. 

Mr. HENNINGS. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. WHERRY. I will yield to the 
Senator from Missouri in a moment. 
The changes which I think the Senator · · 
from Wisconsin might have requested 
were not, I think, in the provisions of 
the report with which I am dealing. I 
did not ask to have the report held over, 
because my feeling is that we could not 
take this report, alone, as the basis for 
changes in election laws, or even as an 
attempt to formulate new rules of con
duct for Members of the Senate. 

Mrs. SMITH of Maine and Mr. HEN
NINGS addressed the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the 
Senator from Nebraska yield, and if so, 
to whom? 

Mr. WHERRY. I still want to yield 
further to the Senat~r from Maine. 
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Mrs. SMITH of Maine. In order to ing Federal election laws, we would have 

keep the record straight, let me ask to make an exhaustive research with a 
whether the Senator from Nebraska feels full staff. 
that anyone was denied the privilege of Mr. HENNINGS. Mr. President, will 
making any suggestions concerning the the Senator yield? 
report. Mr. WHERRY. I yield. 

Mr. WHERRY. No, but I think the re- Mr. HENNINGS. I thank the minor-
port of the subcommittee was disclosed a ity leader for permitting me, first, to 
little too quickly. I believe the sub- commend him upon his historic research 
committee should have held the report in connection with Roger Butterfield's 
until the full committee had had ample great book, in the appendix of which 
time to study it. But the committee de- there will be found a number of cartoons 
cided otherwise. by Tom Nast, Davenport, and all the 

The subcommittee's report was sub- great caricaturists of the past, indicating 
mitted to the full committee on Friday, that political campaigns in the United 
August 3, at which time the full com- States have not always been in the na
mittee voted to permit its release to the ture of Sunday-school picnics, and that 
press as a · subcommittee report, to be the characters were not always painted 
acted upon later by the full committee. in the nature of little Lord Fauntleroys. 
There was only a few days' time between However, as the distinguished Senator 
that date and August 8 when the full from Nebraska has suggested, the junior 
committee voted to accept the report. Senator from Missouri did at one time 
It would have been impossible to study in hold the view that a complete job of 
detail the provisions and recommenda- research into the precedents, including 
tions of the report, in that short time. the book of the distinguished historian, 

Mrs. SMITH of Maine. Mr. Presi- Roger Butterfield, and others, could be 
dent, will the Senator yield further? made with a view to determining cam-

Mr. WHERRY. ram glad to yield. paign practices from the very beginning 
· Mrs. SMITH of Maine. Is it not true of our Republic. 
that there was considerable discussion Mr. WHERRY. That is correct. 
of the recommendations, and that they Mr. HENNINGS. It was my view that 
were to be sent to the Senate only as a the law relating to fair comment should, 
matter of preparation for the full hear- for example, be analyzed and approached 

th t ft in a lawyer-like fashion, so that the 
ings, with the thought in mind a. a er committee in ·writing the Maryland re
the full hearings action would be taken 
on the recommendations? port might, as the distinguished Senator 

from Nebraska suggests, encompass the 
Mr. WHERRY. My recollection is entire field of campaigns in the United 

there was very little discussion of the States. 
specific recommendations made by the Mr. WHERRY. That is correct. 
subcommittee or what was to be done Mr. HENNINGS. It was at one time 
with them, when the full committee my view that we should be far more de
acted to accept the Maryland election liberate in pursuing the authorities, as 
report on August U. Probably the sub- the junior Senator ·from Nebraska sug
committee brought out its report because gests, but, as I recall, we were under the 
of the insistence of at least one member greatest pressure--
of the committee. Certainly we were in- Mr. WHERRY. That is correct. 
terested in developing sufficient facts out Mr. HENNINGS. And finally, with 
of the investigation, to the point where suggestions benign and friendly from 
it would be known whether a challenge. the distinguished minority leader, as 
could be made as to seating the Senator well as other Senators on both sides of 
from Maryland. the aisle, we got out a report. 

I remember on two or three other Mr. WHERRY. On the Senator from 
occasions, when the distinguished Sen- Maryland. 
ator from Missouri [Mr. HENNINGS] com- Mr. HENNINGS. Be it said that it was 
plained about the haste in submitting never suggested, particularly, as r recall, 
recommendations, as I understood, until that we get out a good report, or that 
time was afforded to make a complete it contain this, that, or the other thing. 
study of what would be needed as a basis Mr. WHERRY. That is correct. 
for remedial legislation. Mr. HENNINGS. The pressure was 

It is particularly that point that I am constant upon· the subcommittee to get 
stressing today. My feeling is that I out a report though the heavens fall, and 
could not take, as a basis for the recom- - to get it out quickly. Am I not correct? 

. mendations made by the subcommittee, Mr. WHERRY. . The Senator is abso-
only its investigation of the Republican lutely correct; and the heavens did fall 
senatorial campaign in Maryland. when the seat of the Senator from Mary-

Mrs. SMITH of Maine. Again, in land was not contested. 
order to keep the record straight, was it Mr. HENNINGS. The committee was 
not the junior Senator from Nebraska not sufficiently profound and not suffi
who pressed the committee very hard to ciently comprehensive in its etrorts. I 
get out a report, and who thought we was compelled to change my original 
were hasty when we brought it out? view because of the desire expressed by 

Mr. WHERRY. I do not think it was our colleagues that the report be gotten 
very hasty so far as the Senator from out. As a result, many of us worked 
Maryland was concerned. The recom- many nights until midnight, on Satur
mendations which refer to establishing days and Sundays; undertaking to please 
rules of conduct are another thing. I our distinguished friend, the minority 
am sure I said in the committee meeting leader, and other Senators who justifi
on August 8 that I felt if we were to ably, I say, and properly, were interested 
approach the subject with the purpose in having a report as soon as possible. 
ot writing rules of conduct and amend-.'}.~ . I thank the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. HENDRICKSON. Mr. President, 
will the Senator.yield? 

Mr. WHERRY. I yield. 
Mr. HENDRICKSON. Is it not true 

that at the full committee meeting when 
the report was first presented it was dis
cussed and there was opportunity to offer 
amendments, and, in fact, one amend
ment was otrered by the junior Senator 
from Wisconsin, and that amendment 
was adopted? 

Mr. WHERRY. That is correct. 
Mr. HENDRICKSON. So that all 

members of the full committee did have 
an opportunity to amend the report if 
they so desired? 

Mr. WHERRY. I think, if the Sena
tor would let me conclude, he will find 
out that I am not in any way ignoring 
the fact that the report was properly 
filed. I was one who urged that it be 
filed. I am saying, again, that the re
port should have been filed without ex
tending its recommendations beyond 
what was encompassed in the Maryland 
election. I am not condoning the com
posite pictures of former campaigns. I 
am not saying that two wrongs make a 
right._ but I am saying that if we are 
going to write rules of conduct, which, 
to my mind, is a separate matter from 
investigating the campaign in Maryland 
as to whether the Senator from Mary
land should hold his seat, an exhaustive 
research should be made. I think there 
should be a well-paid staff. I think the 
investigation would extend into many 
months, because the committee would 
have to study the election laws of every 
State of the Union in order to be pre
pared to recommend amendatory legis
lation. 

Mr. HENDRICKSON. Mr. President, 
I am not quite sure whether the distin
guished Senator has answered my ques
tion as to whether or not the report was 
amended. 

Mr. WHERRY. Oh, yes. I thought 
I said it had been amended. 

Mr. HENDRICKSON. It was not 
clear in my mind. 

Mr. WHERRY. I have no objection 
to the way in which the report was 
handled. I did vote against reporting 
to the full committee and releasing the 
_report at the same time. I felt that if 
a Ut·~le more study could have been niade 
prior. to action on it by the full com
mittee, it would have been a healthy 
thing. But the committee overruled me. 
I suspect the contents ·of the rep1Jrt 
would have leaked out anyway. Such 
things do get out . 

What makes the subcommittee report 
unacceptable to me is that it is written 
in a historical vacuum which unduly 
magnifies the bad practices of current 
political campaigns while no standards 
for judging proper conduct are in force. 

The subcommittee makes observations, 
conclusions, and recommendations which 
are not founded on adequate facts and 
are totally unrealistic in modern po
litical life. Were we to follow some of 
these recommendations without further 
profound study, we would regulate Fed
eral elections to the point of extinction 
altogether. 

From my observations of political 
campaigns in many States, I am inclined 
to support the view that the present laws 
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are inadequate to guide political be
havior. I want the members of the sub
committee to know that I am in complete 
agreement with them in that respect. 

The excesses and extremes we see in 
political campaigns stem partly from the 
absence of standards and partly from 
existing but outmoded law. But they 
are rooted also in the confusions and · 
conflicts of our times which have ex
posed our political system, along with 
all other aspects of our life, to the vicious 
disease of moral deterioration. 

Not all these infections can be re
moved by framing codes or passing laws. 
There are many things we must and 
should leave to the unwritten standards 
of the times, to the counterbalancing 
forces of political competition, and to 
the good sense and judgment of the 
American people. 

In my view the Senate can receive the 
report of the Committee on Rules and 
Administration for one purpose only, 
that is for its settlement of the main 
question in the Maryland election, 
namely, that there is no evidence suffi
cient to recommend the unseating of the 
junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
BUTLER]. 

All the rest of the report, including the 
sweeping assumptions and recommenda
tions on political behavior, is obiter dicta. 
Material which goes so. far afield has no 
place in this report. Its inclusion works 
injustice by innuendo and by implica
tion. It is inadequate as a basis for 
sound legislation. 

Having placed the report in its proper 
perspective, the Senate, by proper resolu
tion, can and should authorize the Com
mittee on Rules and Administration to 
mak~ a broad and thorough study of 
present-day political practices . . 

The object should not be the destruc
tive one of whipping the past into a 
froth of sensation, but the constructive 
one of improving standards for political 
campaigning in the future. We ·have 
approximately 9 months in which to 
complete such a study if we wish to gain 
its benefits in the coming national elec
tions. 

The majority has control of the pro
cedure of the Senate. It is for them to 
say whether such a study will be made. 
Let them be receptive to the proposal 
and I ain sure the minority will join 
wholeheartedly with them, for Repub
licans have a material interest in foster
ing proper political standards, honor .. 
able political behavior, and clean cam
paigns. 

l\lr. President, I ask unanimous con
sent that there be printed in the RECORD 
at this point an editorial entitled "Horri
ble Electien," published in the Catholic 
Review of August 17, 1951. 

There being no objection, the editorial 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

HORRIBLE ELECTION 

The Senate committee has finally made its 
report on what a prominent Protestant 
divine publicly denounced as "the horrible 
Maryland election." We didn't like the de
scription and we didn't think much of the 
report. 

In the first place we get rather tired of 
that peculiar idea of morality that public 

wrongdoing is horrible an i private corrup
tion is innocuous. And ~t would be interest
ing to know with certainty just how many 
duly elected and seated Members of the Sen
ate have consistently kept their campaign 
expenditures within the prescribed financial 
bounds. 

If the spending limit was to mean any
thing, it had to have teeth. Without such 
provision, it sounds a lot like the Pharisee's 
prayer of thanks that he was not like the 
rest of men: extortioners, unjust. 

The report also failed to mention the 
charc-- that w:ire made but not substanti
ated by its investigation. And Marylanders 
are well aware that the regrettable nature 
of the contest was by no means a one-sided · 
affair. We find no reference to the elabo
rately built-up kidnaping that turned out 
to be a figment of imagination and gulli
bility if not just a plain hoax. Nor is there 
mention of the little pamphlet th'.1t peddled 
as truth statements that, in complete con
text, me .... n t the contradictory of what they 
were proffered for. 

Condemnation of outside influences by the 
committee is a bit far-fetched in times when 
such participation is quite common. Mr. 
Roosevelt tried it here; Mr. Truman tried it 
in Missouri. It's done almost everywhere. 
And it is up to Marylanders whether they 
accept or resent it. Its effect in this in
stance was probably negligible. Senator 
McCARTHY told us nothing we didn't already · 
know about whitewash and Fulton Lswis, 
Jr., is a Maryland resident. 

The truth of the matter is that the Sen
ate committee, whatever they may have 
thought about it. was not investigating the 
irregularities of . our election. They were 
trying to pacify the outcries of an adminis
tration stalwart who had suffered defeat by 
the surprisingly large margin of 48,000 votes 
at the hands of former supporters whose 
sense of justice and pride in his previous 
record as their representative had been 
shaken or destroyed by the cavalier man
ner in which he had directed hearings that 
concerned-and still concern-every loyal 
American. And, thank God, most Maryland
ers are still loyal Americans. 

That there were, in the election, irregulari
ties and reprehensible conduct, conscious or 
negligent, we do not question. We do not 
remember any election of the past half-cen
tury that made headlines for its rectitude. 
And we would like to see laws with teeth in 
them to keep elections clean. 

But the widespread publicity, however 
heartrending, doesn't make Maryland's re
cent contest one whit worse than most po
litical contests in most of the 47 other States 
of the Union. Such things are no more 
horrible in Maryland than elsewhere. Mo
rality is not dependent on getting caught. 

Besides, it wasn't the election that 
counted; it was the defeat. It, and not 
election, was the basic purpose of the op
position candidate in contesting the en
trenched position of the incumbent. And 
a majority of 48,000 agreed. The final and · 
only effective decision of .the committee con
firms the majority verdict. The incidental 
criticisms and condemnations of the report 
will remain just a lot of pious platitudes un
til they are implemented by effectively cor
rective legislation which Senators, quite un
derstandably, seem reluctant to pass. 

TAX ON ADMISSIONS OF MEMBERS OF 
THE ARMED FORCES 

Mr. FULBRIGHT obtained the floor. 
Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, will the 

Senator from Arkansas yield to me so I 
may move that the Senate consider a bill 
which will not lead to debate or contro
versy? If it should lead to debate I 
shall withdraw it from consideration by 
the Senate at this time. 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Mr. President, I 
yield for that purpose, with the under
standing that I do not lose the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
SMITH of North Carolina in the chair). 
Without objection, it · is so ordered. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I move 
that the unfinished business be tem
porarily laid aside and that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of Calendar 
No. 594, House bill 4601, to provide that 
the admissions tax shall not apply in re
spect of admissions free of charge of 
uniformed.members of the Armed Forces 
of the United States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
will be stated by title for the information 
of the Senate. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. A bill (H. R. 
4601 ) to provide that the admissions tax 
shall not apply in respect of admissions 
free of charge of uniformed members of 
the Armed Forces of the United States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on the motion of the Senator 
from Georgia . 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will 
the distinguished Senator from Georgia 
state whether the bill is a tax measure? 

Mr. GEORGE. It is a tax measure, 
but I wish to explain the purpose of the 
bill. The purpose is simply to renew a 
similar act which was in effect in World 
War II. The bill provides that in the 
case of free passes given to soldiers in 
uniform, the so-called admission tax on 
tickets to theaters shall not be paid. 
The bill has been unanimously recom
mended by the Senate Committee on 
Finance at a rather· full meeting. I may 
say it is favored by the membets of the 
committee. It applies only to the soldier 
in uniform during the present conflict 
in which we are engaged, when the ad
mission itself is an admission free of 
charge to the soldier. It relieves him 
only of the excise tax. 

The . PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on the motion of the Senator 
from Georgia, that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
bill <H. R. 4601) to provide that the ad
missions tax shall not apply in respect 
of admissions free of charge of uni
formed members of the Armed Forces of 
the United States, was considered, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 
AMENDMENT OF RECONSTRUCTION FI

NANCE CORPORATION ACT-REPORT 
OF A COMMITTEE (REPT. NO. 649) 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Mr. President, 
from the Committee on Banking and 
Currency, I submit a report to accom
pany the bill (S. 515) to amend the Re
construction Finance Corporation Act, . 
and to serve as a final report pursuant 
to Senate Resolution 219, Eighty-first 
Congress. This report constitutes the 
report of the majority of the committee. 

Under the agreement of the Bank
ing and Currency Committee, any Il).em
ber of the committee is authorized to 
submit a separate statement of his views 
concerning either the majority or minor
ity report on or before Thursday, August 
23, 1951. Under this agreement, I sub
mit a separate statement for myself. 
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The committee also agreed that all 

such reports and statements received 
and ordered to be printed by the Senate, 
should be printed in a single volume. 

I therefore ask unanimous consent 
that the majority report and my sepa
rate statement be received and ordered 
to be printed, and that this report and 
statement, together with such others as 
may be received and ordered to be print
ed by the Senate, be printed in a single 
volume. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER <Mr. 
SMITH of North Carolina in ·the chair) • 
Without objection, the report will be re
ceived and printed as requested by the 
Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Mr. President, I 
ask that Senate bill 515, as amended and 
reported ·by the committee, be placed on 
the calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the bill will be placed on the 
calendar. 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that there may 
be inserted in the RECORD at this point 
excerpts from House Report No. 890, 
accompanying H. R. 5215, the supple
mental appropriations bill. 

These extremely well-written passages 
deal with funds for the continuation of 
the RFC. It will be of interest to the 
Senate to note that this most respected 
and powerful House Committee on Ap
propriations, after careful inquiry into 
the policies and activities of the RFC, 
comes to the · conclusion that ·the RFC 
should be continued. I may say that 
the subcommittee which considered this 
matter was composed of some of the out
standing Members of the House. The 
committee also concludes that the 
change in management of the RFC, from 
a Board of Directors to a single Ad
ministrator, is a decided improvem~nt. 

In a number of other particulars, the 
House committee report concurs in the 
recommendations of the RFC subcom
mittee of the Senate Banking and Cur
rency Committee. In fact, the ;report, 
in my opinion, constitutes an endorse
ment of S. 515. 

I especially draw the attention of 
Members of the Senate to the excerpts 
from the House committee report. 

There being no objection, the excerpts 
were ordered to be printed in the REC
ORD, as follows: 

GOVERNMENT CORPORATIONS 

· RECONSTRUCTION FINANCE CORPORATION 

The committee recommends $16,500,000 for 
administrative expenses of the Reconstruc
tion Finance Corporation for the fiscal year 
1952, a reduction of $1,335,000 from the budg
et estimate and $9,500,000 less than the 
amount authorized for fiscal year 1951. Ap
proximately half of this reduction from 1951 
is due to the transfer of $4,662,800 to the 
Housing and Home Finance Agency under 
Reorganization Plans No. 22 and NO. 23 of 
1950. The committee has specifically dis
allowed the '$85,000 requested for increase in 
accumulated leave. 

The amount authorized each year for the 
Corporation's administrative expenses is not 
a direct' a.ppropriation from the general fund 
of the Treasury but is a limitation on the 
amount of corporate funds that may be 
used for administrative expenses. . 

The committee explored very carefully the 
lending and nonlending activities of the 

Corporation and made a thorough and 
searching inquiry into its present lending 
policies and practices because of recent 
criticisms of some of the loans made by the 
Corporation. · 

Hearings on the Reconstruction Finance 
Corporation's 1952 budget request were 
delayed until the Senate Banking and 
Currency Committee had completed its in
vestigation of the Corporation's lending poli
cies and ended its hearings on the proposed 
revisions of the legislation affecting the Re
construction Finance Corporation. At the 
time of the committee's hearings the man
agement of the Corporation had been 
changed and was vested in a single adminis
trator instead of a board of directors which 
the committee believes is a decided improve
ment. 

Witnesses who appeared in support of the 
budget request discussed their plans to place 
the Reconstruction Finance Corporation on 
a modern business basis in such a clear and 
forthright manner that the committee is 
convinced the new administrator and other 
officials of the Corporation are determined 
to give it the vigorous administration that 
is necessary to restore it to public confidence. 

In addition to establishing the offices of 
the Administrator and Deputy Public Ad
ministrator in the place of a board of di
rectors, Reorganization Plan No. 1 of 1951 
also establishes a Loan Policy Board consist
ing of the Administrator, Deputy Adminis
trator, Secretary of the Treasury, Secretary 
of Commerce, and one other member to be 
designated by the President. This Loan 
Policy Board is required to establish general 
policies governing applications for loans par
ticularly with reference to the public in
terest involved in the granting or denying of 
applications for loans submitted to the Re
construction Finance Corporation. 

The reorganization plan also requires all 
applications for loans in excess of $100,000 
to be referred to a board of review consist
ing of not less than five persons designated 
by the Administrator from among the per
sonnel of the Corporation. Whenever the 
Administrator overrules the action of this 
board of review on any application 'for a 
loan he is required to state his reasons for 
doing so in writing in a memorandum to 
be placed in the records of the Corporation. 
It is significant that not one loan approved 
by the review board operating under the 
Board of Directors of the Corporation was 
criticized by the Senate Banking and Cur
rency Committee, and every loan criticized 
was approved by the Board of Directors 
against the recommendation of its own re
view committee. 

It should be noted that the Corporation 
has made a profit on its business lending ac
tivities, reporting a cumulative net income 
of over $600,000;ooo ·through March 31, 1951. 
However, the Corporation did have at its dis
posal a significant amount of interest-free 
capital through the years, and when interest 
on this capital is taken into consideration it 
is estimated that the cumulative net profit 
from its business loans would amount to ap
proximately a quarter of a billion dollars. 

An impartial examination of the Recon
struction Finance Corporation's lending 
record since the Corporation was first organ
ized will show that its loss on loans charg~d 
off is remarkably low. Through March 31, 
1951, the Corporation had a cumulative net 
loss of $93,629,807 from loans. charged off, 
which compared with total loan disburse
ments of slightly over $9,000,000,000 is a loss 
of only 1 percent. 

After a thorough study of its operations it 
ts the opinion of the committee that the Re
construction Finance Corporation should 
continue its lending activities, not only for 
national defense purposes as it did during 
the last war, but also for the protection of 
small . business which is a most important 

segment of our economy. Many small busi
ness enterprises throughout the country find 
it impossible to secure loans from established 
financial institutions under terms that are 
available to big business. Usually the 
amount of money needed is too large for the 
local banks to handle because of legal re
strictions and too small to be obtained in 
the large money markets. In filling this 
credit gap the Reconstruction Finance Cor
poration ha.s rendered a valuable financing 
service to thousands of small business enter
prises. 

At the present time the Reconstruction 
Finance Corporation makes direct business 
loans and also lends money to business en
terprises in cooperation with banks. The.s~ 
latter loans are known as participation loans 
and are of two general types-immediate and 
deferred. The total Corporation share under 
both types of loans is limited to 70 percent · · 
on loans up to $100,000, and to 60 percent on 
all loans over $100,000. The Corporation 
services the immediate participation loans 
and the banks service the deferred partici
pations. 

The number of participation loans has 
dropped sharply during the pa.st 4 years. 'In 
1948 participation loans were 53.1 percent of 
tbe total amount of business loans, and in 
1951 the amount of participiation loans had 
decreased to 17.3 percent. The reasons given 
to the committee for this sharp decline in 
participation loans are that the banks are un
willing to make many long-term loans be
cause of the expansion of defense short
term business, the accumulation of inven
tories, and the demand for short-term 
financing, plus the fact that in . 1948 the 
Congress raised the banks' minimum share in 
participation loans from 25 percent to 30 
percent on loans under $100,000 and to 40 
percent on loans over that amount. 

Although it is the policy of the Reconstruc
tion Finance Corporation to encourage bank 
participation in as many business loans as 
possible, the committee suggests that the 
officials of the Corporation make a careful 
and thorough study of present banking con
ditions that affect long-term financing for 
small business as well as the Corporation's 
relationships with the banks with the view of 
increasing the number of participation loans. 
Not only do such loans reduce the Corpora
tion's competition with private sources of 
credit-which pay taxes-but they also per
mit lending to be carried on under more 
generally accepted and favorable credit con
ditions, especially for small business. Since 
the banks service deferred participation 
loans, and make the initial credit investiga
tions on loans under $100,000, deferred par
ticipation loans must certainly be less costly 
to the Corporation than direct loans-an 
important element that should not be over
looked. 

The committee also urges the Corporation 
to make a prompt reexamination of its policy 
on refunding business loans. Out of S44 
refunded business loans outstanding on May 
31, 1950, 95 loans or about 10 percent, were 
delinquent, and 40 were in liquidation. 
During the 10 months ending March 31, 
1951, 254 loans were refunded, of which 57 
were delinquent at the time of refinancing. 
And 15 of the new loans disbursed to refund 
these 254 loans were delinquent on March 
31, 1951. . 

On June 30, 1951, the preferred stock and 
debentures of financial institutions held by 
the Reconstruction Finance Corporation 
amounted to $88,470,680, of which $76,525,-
281 was preferred stock. The preferred stock 
and debentures will probably not be com
pletely liquidated until 1960. This repre
sents a substantial reduction from the Cor
poration's holdings of $621,024,979 10 years 
ago. 

Most of the loans made by the Recon
struction Finance Corporation have been 
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small loans on which it has received little 

· unfavorable publicity. On March 31, 1951, 
there were 11,449 business loans outstanding 
which amounted to $535,534,000. Ten thou
sand three hundred and seventy-six of this 
number were loans under $100,000 whiCh was 
over 90 percent of the total number of busi
ness loans outstanding on that date. How
ever, 159 of the outstanding loans were loans 
over $500,000 and amounted to more than 
$253,000,000. Thus less than 1¥2 percent of 
the total number of outstanding business 
loans amounted to nearly one-half of the 
total amount of business loans outstanding 
on March 31, 1951, and it is in the "large 
loan area" that the committee believes the 
Corporation's lending authority should be 
reconsidered by the Congr~ss for the protec
tion of the taxpayer and the public. 

Several important administrative improve
ments have been made which the commit
tee feels will create a :inuch healthier at
mosphere in and around the Reconstruc- . 
tion Finance Corporation and regain the 
confidence of the general public. The public 
interest is being made a condition precedent 
to all loans, full publicity is being given to 
all suceessful loan applicants, employment of 
its personnel by borrowers has been pr.ohib
ited, and last but not least some employees 
have been dismissed because of the "im-
propriety" of their actions. . 

As . commendable as these actions are, the 
committee nevertheless believes that these 
and other changes should be enacted into 
law to make them fully effective. The com
mittee feels very strongly that the- control 
over the Corporations' activities should be 
strengthened by amending present law to 
prohibit the Corporation from sharing re
sponsibility for certain types of loans with 
other Government agencies. This would 
centralize the authority ·to make such loans 
and should free the Corporation from the 
severe criticism it might otherwise receive l.n 
connection with some of these loans. 

The committee is likewise convinced that 
the financial structure of the Reconstruction 
Finance Corporation should be substantially 
revised. The Corporation is presently cap
italized at $100,000,000 with funds supplied 
by the Treasury, and in addition has an . 
authorized lending authority of $1,243,-
000~000. 

The committee supports the view of the 
Comptroller General and the Hoover Com
mission task force on Federal lending that 
the capital fund and lending authority 
should be terminated by the Congress and 
the Corporation financed by a revolving fund 
made available through appropriations. This 
would definitely put all of the Corporation's 
lending programs under the scrutiny of the 
appropriations committees of both Houses of 
the Congress, and would place the Corpora
tion's activities more directly under the con
trol of the Congress than they are at the 
present time. A case in point is the proposal 
of the Reconstruction Finance Corporation to 
lend money to the States and their political 
subdivisions for the construction of bomb 
shelters. The Congress denied funds for this 
purpose in the Third Supplemental Appro
priation Act, 1951. On March 16, 1951, the 
Administrator of the Federal Civil Defense 
Administration testified that his agency 
would emphasize the shoring up of existing 
buildings "instead of digging a hole in the 
ground and filling it up with concrete." He 
estimated the cost of protecting 1 percent 
of the population would amount to $3,000,
ooo,ooo if the people were put into deep 
community shelters and to fully protect the 
ent ire population would cost about $300,-
000,000,000, ·which he termed fantastic be
cause there is not enough labor, steel, and 
concrete in the country to do it. Under these 
circumstances the committee does not think 
that the Reconstruction· Finance Corpora
tion should lend money f.or the construc
tion of bomb shelters, certainly not until a 

national policy concerning the construction 
of bomb shelters has been determined by the 
Congress. 

The committee is not at all satisfied with 
the present relationship between the Wash• 
ington office and the field offices. There are 
several important reasons for this feeling of 
dissatisfaction, the most recent being the 
Corporation's action of June 27, 1951, re
scinding the long-standing authority of 
agency managers in the field to approve 
loans up t,o $100,000 and requiring all loans 
except disaster loans to be approved in 
Washington. The reason given for this or
der was to ass_ure uniformity of actions un .. 
der · the Corporation's new lending policy 
outlined in Bulletin No. 2101. (See p. 72 
of the hearings.) While the committee 
agrees there must be a uniform operating 
policy within the Reconstruction Finance 
Corporation it does not agree that this is 
the way to accomplish this objective. Un
questionably the Washington office is finding 
it difficult to coordinate its actions with 
those of its field offices not only in the in
stance cited here but also in such impor
tant matters as budgeting, financial report
ing and record keeping. Therefore, the . 
committee ·directs the Administrator to 
make a detailed study of the Corporation's 
field organization and operation, placing 
special emphasis on the field relationships 
with the Washington office and submit a 
complete report on his findings and recom
mendations to the Committee on Appropria
tions, House of Representatives, prior to the 
hearings on the Corporation's 1953 budget 
estimate. 

Program high lights 
[In millions of dollars] 

1940 
actual 

1951 
esti
mate 

1952 
esti
mate 

----------·1---------
Business loans: 

(Commitments (direct 
business loans) _________ 299.0 160. 0 289. 0 

Disbursements.---------- 234.8 201. 4 318.0 Repayments ____ ____ ______ 94. 9 218. 8 125. 0 
Outstanding at June 30 ___ 444.3 416.1 594.1 

Net profit for the year (lend-
19: 8 ing operations) __ ----- ------ 5. 3 6.1 

Synthetic rubber program: 
Cost of operations ________ 155. 6 282. 6 508. 5 
Sales __ --- ---------------- 156. 0 303. 5 517. 5 

Tin program: 
Cost of operations ________ 152. 1 86.0 125. 8 
Sales._------------------- 141. 2 110. 2 126. 0 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Mr. President, F 
ask unanimous consent that the indi
vidual views of the Senator from Con
necticut [Mr. BENTON], who unfortu
nately cannot be present, regarding the 
minority views of the subcommittee on 
the Reconstruction Finance Corporation, 
be printed and made a part of the report 
which I have just submitted to the Sen
ate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With
out objection, it is so ordered. 
AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATIONS, 1952-

CONFERENCE REPORT 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I sub
mit a report of the committee of con
ference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill <H. R. 3973) making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Agriculture for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1952, and for other purposes. 
and ask unanimous consent for its pres
ent consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The re
port will be read, for the information of 
the Senate. 

The report was read. 

<For ronf erence report, see House pro
ceedings of August 16, 1951, pp. 10211-
10214.) 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the present consideration 
of the conference report? 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the conference 
report. 

The report was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER laid be

fore the Senate a message from the 
House of Representatives announcing its 
action on certain amendments of the 
Senate to House bill 3973, which was 
read as follows: 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, U. 8., 

August 17, 1951. 
Resolved, That the House recede from its 

disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 42 and 67 to the bill (H. 
R. 3973) making appropriations for the De
partment of Agriculture for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1952, and for other purposes, 
and concur therein. , 

That the House. recede .from its disagree
ment to the amendment of the Senate num
bered 21, and concur therein with an amend
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro• 
posed by said amendment, insert "$2,700,-
000." ·I 

That the House recede from its disagree .. 
ment to the amendment of the Senate num-' 
bered 30, and concur therein with an amend• 
ment, as follows: After the matter inserted 
by the said amendment and before the pe
riod, insert: ": Provided, That no part of this 
appropriation shall be available in any na
tional forest in excess of three times the 
amount available for such forest from 
sources (including claims recognized by the 
act of December 29, 1950, and receipts un .. 
der 16 U. S. C. 500) other than Federal 
sources." 

That the House recede from its disagree
ment to the amendment of the Senate num
bered 60, and concur therein with an . 
amendment, as follows: In lieu of the mat
ter stricken out and inserted by said amend-. 
ment, insert "$16,500,000 (and the amount 
1n the last proviso in this paragraph is in· · 
creased to $2,500,000) ." 

Mr. RUSSELL. . Mr. President, I move 
that the Senate concur in the amend
ments of the House to the amendments 
of the Senate numbered 21, 30, and 60. 

The motion was agreed to. 
LABOR-FEDERAL SECURITY APPROPRIA

TIONS, 1922-CONFERENCE REPORT 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, I sub
mit a report of the committee of con
ference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the 

. Senate to the bill (H. R. 3709) making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Labor, the Federal Security Agency, and 
related independent agencies, for the fis
cal year ending June 30, 1952, and for 
other purposes, and ask unanimous con
sent for its.present consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The re
port will be read for the information of 
the Senate. 

The report was read. 
(For conference report see House pro

ceedings of August 16, 1951, pp. 10221-
10225.) 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the present consideration 
of the conference report? 
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There being no objection, the Senate 

proceeded to consider the report. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

question is on agreeing to the confer
ence report. 

The report was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING. OFFICER laid be

fore the Senate a message from the 
House of Representatives announcing its 
action on certain amendments of the 
Senate to House bill 3709, which was 
read as follows: 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, U. 8., 

August 17, 1951. 
Resolved, That the House recede from its 

disagreement to the amendment of the Sen
ate numbered 32, to the bill (H. R. 3709) 
making appropriations for the Department 
of Labor, the Federal Security Agency, and 
related independent agencies, for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1952, and for other 
purposes, and concur therein. 

That the House recede from its disagree
ment to the amendment of the Senate num

. bered 131, and concur therein with an 
amendment, as follows: In lieu of the matter 
proposed by said amendment insert: 

"SEC. 705. Where the number of passen
ger cars for replacement only is reduced by 
the provisions in this act the total number 
Of passenger cars in the division or · depart• 
ment concerned will be reduced by a like 
number: Provided, That in no event shall 
the number of passenger-carrying vehicles · 
which may be operated during the current 
fiscal year at the seat of government under 
any appropriation or authorization in this 
act exceed 50 percent of the number in use 
as of June 30, 1951." 

That the House recede from its disagree
ment to the amendment of the Senate num
bered 132, and concur therein with an 
amendment, as follows: In lieu of the mat
ter proposed by said amendment insert: 

"SEC. 706. No part of any appropriation 
contained in this act, except appropriations 
for the Public Health Service, shall be used 
to pay the compensation of any employee 
engaged in personnel work in excess of the 
number that would be provided by a ratio 
of 1 such employee to 105, or a part thereof, 
full-time, part-time, and intermittent em
ployees of the agency concerned: Provided, 
That for purposes of this section employees 

. shall be co,nsidered as engaged in personnel 
work If they spend half time or more in per
sonnel administration consisting of direc
tion and administ~ation of the pers·onnel 
program; e.mployment, placement, and sep
aration; job evaluation and classification; 
employee relations and services; training; 
committees of expert examiners and boards 
of civil-service examiners; wage administra
tion; and processing, recording, ~nd re
porting." 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, I move 
that the Senate concur in the amend
ments of the House to the amendments 
of the Senate numbered 131 and 132. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will 

the Senator yield? 
Mr. CHAVEZ. I yield. 

· Mr. WHERRY. Just what business 
was transacted a moment ago? 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Action was taken on 
the conference report on the Labqr and 
Federal Security appropriation bill. 
There was only one disagre~ment which 
amounted to anything, and that was 
with respect to the so-called Jensen 
amendment, to which both Houses 
agreed in a modified form. 

Mr. WHERRY. Did the conferees 
sign a unanimous report? 

Mr. CHAVEZ. They certainly did. 
The report is signed by the conferees on 
the part of the House and the conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. WHERRY. The reason I ask the 
question is that it was my understanding 
that there was a question with respect 
to removing the limitations on personal 
services in several instances. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. The so-called Jensen 
amendment was reported in disagree..: 
ment. The form in which it was finally 
agreed to represented partly the Jen
sen. amendment and partly the Ferguson 
amendment. The following is the form 
in which the amendment with respect 
to personnel, about which the Senator 
from Nebraska is speaking, was agreed 
to. Section 706, as agreed to, reads as 
follows: -

SEC. 706. No part of any appropriation 
contained in this act, except appropriations 
for the Public Health Service, shall be used 
to pay the compensation of any employee 
engaged in personnel work in excess of the 
number that would be provided by a ratio 
of one such employee to one hundred and 
five, or a part thereof, full-time, part-time, 
and intermittent employees of the agency 
concerned: Provided, That for purposes of 
this section employees shall be considered 
as engaged in personnel work if they spend 
half-time or .more in personnel administra
tion consisting of direction and administra
tion of the personnel program; employment, 
placement, and separation; job evaluation 
and classification; employee relations and 
services; training; committees of expert ex
aminers and boards of civil-service examin
ers; wage administration; and processing, 
recording, and reporting. 

The conferees agreed on that lan
guage, but it had to be taken back to the 
House because of a technical disagree
ment. Later the House· agreed to it. 

Mr. WHERRY. The amendments to 
which I ref erred were amendments 
numbered 13, 20, 23, 25, 26, and so forth. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. The amendments to 
which the Senator refers have to do 
with public health items, and the con
ferees were in complete agreement on 
those. 

Mr. WHERRY. I have no objection. 
MINORITY VIEWS OF SUBCOMMITTEE ON 

RECONSTRUCTION FINANCE CORPORA
TION OF THE COMMITTEE ON BANKING 
AND CURRENCY 

Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. President, I 
· send to the desk minority views signed 

by myself and the junior Senator from 
Ohfo [Mr. BRICKERJ. The views are en
titled "Minority Final Report of the 
Subcommittee on Reconstruction Fi
nance Corporation of the Committee on 
Banking and Currency, Pursuant to Sen
ate Resolution 219, Eighty-first Con
gress." I ask that the minority views be 
printed as a Senate document. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from Indiana yield? 

Mr. CAPEHART. Yes; gladly. 
Mr. FULBRIGHT. Am I to under

stand that the views submitted by the 
Senator from Indiana are to be made a 
part of the document to which I have 
just ref erred? 

Mr. CAPEHART. Yes. I am glad the 
Senator from Arkansas has called my at
tention to that fact. I should like to 
state my understanding of the vote in 
the subcommittee. · A majority report 
has been filed. I now file my minority 
views. The Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. BENTON] has filed his individual 
views. Other Senators are given an op
portunity, until Thursday noon, to file 
individual views or minority views. The 
majority report, the minority views, and 
the individual views will be printed as · 
one document. That, I believe, is ex
actly in line with the vote of the sub
committee of the Committee on Bank
ing and Currency. 

Mr. President, inasmuch as I was 
handed this morning, for the first time, 
the individual views of the junior Sen
ator from Connecticut, I ask unanimous 
consent to answer his individual views. 
Therefore, I ask unanimous consent that 
my answer be printed as a part of the 
official document to which reference has 
been made, as though I had filed the 
reply with the Senate as a part of my 
minority views. 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. I do not quite un
derstand the request of the Senator from 
Indiana, or the significance of it. 

Mr-. CAPEHART. I hold in my hand 
the individual views of the Senator from 
Connecticut, which were filed with the 
Senate today. They will be printed as 
a part of the document containing the 
majority report and the minority views 
of the committee. I am asking that my 
remarks in respect to the individual 
views of the Senator from Connecticut 
be likewise printed as part of the docu
ment. 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Mr. President, re
serving the right to object, I am not cer
tain whether such a request is in accord 
with the agreement of the members of 
the committee. It would be in the nature 
of surrebuttal, it seems to me. As I re
call the action of the committee, addi
tional views were to be limited to in
dividual views and minority views. 

Mr. CAPEHART. I should think that 
what I was about to state would by my 
individual views. . 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. I have no personal 
objection to the request of the Senator 
from Indiana, but it would seem to me 
that there would have to be some limit 
placed on the number of individual views 
which may be pripted as a part of the 
document. 

Mr. CAPEHART. I believe no limit 
has been placed on the number of indi
vidual .views which may be filed up to · 
Thursday noon. 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. The Senator has 
reference to individual views with respect 
to the minority views. The minority 
views had been made available to the 
committee late on Thursday. I am not 
clear whether the request of the Senator 
from Indiana is in accord with the vote 
of the committee on that subject. 

Mr. CAPEHART. Then I shall with
draw my request, and I shall talk upon 
the subject. In that way my views will 
go into the RECORD. Subsequently I shall 
file my individual views, which will be 
made a part of the complete report, as I 
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hav·e a right to do, provided I do so before 
Thursday noon. 

Mr. FULBRIGHT . . I do not wish to be 
put in the positicm of objecting to the re
quest of the Senator from Indiana. I 
am trying to clarify the effect of the 
vote of the subcommittee. I do not wish 
to object to the request of the Senator 
from Indiana. I am only stating that 
I am not clear with respect to my under
standing of the vote of the ·committee 
in that respect. I believe the staff of 
the committee should be consulted. 

Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. President, I 
withdraw my request, and I shall proceed 
to make my speech. 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. I do not personally 
object. · 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from Indiana yield? 

Mr. CAPEHART. I am glad to yield. 
for a question. 

Mr. WHERRY. The only difference in 
the :qet result would be that the indi
vidual views the Senator from indiana 
is about to present would be printed in 
the report of the committee. Why not 
let his views go into the report? 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. I believe it would 
create a situation in which the Senator 
from Connecticut would perhaps wish to 
file comments on the views of the Senator 
from Indiana. -

Mr . . WHERRY. The Senator from 
Connecticut has not made such a re
quest. We can deal with it if and when 
such request is made. I believe the views 
of the Senator from Indiana should be 
part of the document. I hope the Sen
ator from Arkansas will see his way clear 
not to object to the request. 

Mr. McFARLAND. Reserving the right 
to object-

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does 
the Senator from Indiana yield to the 
Senator from Arizona? 

Mr. McFARLAND. I have a right to 
address the Chair. I am reserving my 
right to object to a unanimous-consent 
request. 

Mr. CAPEHART. I withdraw my 
unanimous-consent request. 

Mr. WHERRY. Why? 
Mr. CAPEHART. Objection was made. 

I do not care to press the request 
if objection is made. Apparently ob
jection is made to my answering the 
individual views of the junior Senator 
from Connecticut. That is perfectly 
all right with me. We had considerable 
debate within the committee on the at
tempt to prevent the minority members 
from even submitting minority views. 
It was possibly the first time in the· his• 
tory of the United States Senate when 
a vote was taken in a committee on the 
question of denying the minority the 
right to submit its views. The minority 
of a committee of the Senate, or of the 
Congress, has a right to say anything 
it feels like saying, at any time, any 
place. 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. CAPEHART. I am very glad to 
yield to the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. I. do not under
stand that a minority can say anything 
it pleases and have it made a part of an 
official document of the Senate. I do 
not accept that theory at all. I do not 

accept the theory that there is no re
striction placed upon what may go into 
~ Senate document. I believe such a 
restriction does exist. That is the very 
issue before us. 

Mr. CAPEHART. I will agree with 
the Senator from Arkansas that the 
minority must accept the responsibility 
for what it says. It would not be the 
minority views if the majority agreed 
with them. If the majority agreed with 
them they would become the majority 
report. 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. It is not a question 
of whether the majority agreed. I un
derstood the Senator to say that he 
could say anything at all and have his 
remarks printed as an official Senate 
document. I do not believe that is a 
correct stateme.nt. 

Mr. CAPEHART. A minority of the 
Senate, a minority of the House, or a 
minority of Congress, has a perfect right, 
under the Constitution of the United 
States to say anything it pleases, at any 
time, provided it accepts responsibility 
for its statement. 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Does the Senator 
believe that no matter how scurrilous 
or defamatory a statement may be in 
minority views, the Senate is neverthe
less under a duty to print it at public 
expense? · 

Mr. CAPEHART. That is guaranteed 
under the Constitution of the United 
States. 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. I will agree that 
the Senator has the right to say any
thing he pleases on the :floor of the 
Senate. However, there is a distinction 
between saying something on the :floor 
of the Senate and what may be printed 
in a Senate document. 

Mr. CAPEHART. I wish to comment 
on the individual views of the junior 
Senator from Connecticut. First let me 
say that the junior Senator from Con
necticut was not a member of the sub
committee. He attended none of the 
hearings. Therefore, I can excuse some 
of the things he says in. his so-called 
individual views. He was not present at 
the hearings, and therefore is not in a 
position to know what did or did not 
transpire at the hearings. 

One of the first things which he says 
in his individual views is: 

This minority report seems to me a polit
ical document design~d to undermine con- • 
fidence in our Government. As such it is a 
reflection on the work of this subcommittee. 

Mr. President, I wish to read portions 
of the press release issued by the able 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. FULBRIGHT] 
in answer to the statement of the Presi
dent of the United States that the sub
committee's interim report on favoritism 
and in:fiuence in the RFC was asinine. 
I shall not read all of it. It was printed 
in the newspapers. 

Before I go any further I wish to say 
that the junior Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. FULBRIGHT] did an outstanding job, 
as chairman of the subcommittee, in 
investigating the RFC. I have said so 
qn many occasions, and I continue to 
say so today. I may wish to quote more 
from the press release of the Senator 
from Arkansas, but at this point I should 
like to read one paragraph~ It must be 

borne in mind that tl:lis statement was 
in answer to the President of the United 
States, who .had said that the subcom
mittee's report on favoritism and in:fiu
ence was asinine. This is what t:1e Sen
ator from Arkansas said: 

In order to 'set the record straight-

That is pretty strong language-
! should · uke to make it clear that the 

subcommitte~ has given the President every 
opportunity to clean up the RFC. 

Mr. President, it could not be cleaned 
up unless it was dirty. 

'!'he able Senator from Arkansas made 
the statement: 

In order to set the record straight, I · 
should like to make it clear that the sub
C'1mmittee has given the President every op
portunity to clean up the RFC. 

The able Senator from Arkansas also 
stated in the press release that the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
TOBEY] and the Senator from Illinois 
[Mr. DOUGLAS] had called on the Presi
dent, had inf ormej the President of the 
dirt within the RFC, had informed the 
President of what the subcommittee had 
found, and had asked the President to do 
something about it, but he refused to 

· take any action. The able SenatOr from 
Arkansas also said, in the press release, · 
that they told the President that the 
committee would not confirm the re
nomination of Directors Dunham and 

. Willett and that the evidence submitted 
before the committee was such that the 
committee itself would not vote for the 
renominations of Mr. Dunham and Mr. 
~illett. However, in spite of that, the 
President submitted nominations of Mr. 
Dunham and Mr. Willett, and dismissed 
Mr. Hise and Mr. Gunderson. · 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con
sent to have printed at this point in the 
RECORD the full press release. 

There being no objection, the release 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

As to whether the report is asinine; I 
am willing to let the report speak for itself. 

According to the press dispatches, the 
President states that I left town when I 
found out he wanted to see me. I do not 
wish to seem disrespectful to the President, 
but this statement of the President is not 
true. 

The facts are that the report was issued 
to the ·press on Friday, February 2, at 2 
p. m. I remained in Washington from Fri~ 
day until late Monday afternoon. At no 
time did I have any information that the 
President wished to see me. Furthermore, 
neither I nor my office in Washington has 
yet any knowledge of this. 

My speaking engagement in Florida was 
made several months ago. 

However, I would gladly have canceled it 
had I any knowledge that the President 
wished to see me. 

In order to set the record straight, I 
should like to make it clear that the sub
committee has given the President every 
opportunity to clean up the RFC. 
- Early in September 1950, Senators DouG

LAS, FREAR, and I talked to a prominent 
member of the White House staff about our 
study. We told him at that time that we 
would oppose the renominations of Directors 
Dunham. and Willett. The President re
sponded by dismissing Directors Gunderson 
and Hise and renominating Dunham and 
Willett. We later gave him access to the 
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testimony before the committee, taken in 
both open and executive sessions. 

On December 12, Senators TOBEY and 
DouGLAs and I called on the President him
self, with the knowledge and approval of 
the entire subcommittee. We told the Presi
dent that we appreciated the burdens of his 
office, and wanted to help him. We told 
him generally about our lack of confidence 
in the RFC Board of Directors. We asked 
him to su_bmit a reorganization plan along 
the lines recommended in our report. We 
also told him; in general terms, what our 
findings would be. 

On December 28, according to news re
ports, the President said that he was going 
to resubmit the names of the present direc
tors. 

During all this time, our committee was 
being criticized for suppressing the report. 

Later, the. President was reported as say
ing, at a news conference, that the entire 
RFC matter was under consideration by 
the White House. 

He also wrote me on January 6 that the 
R;FC · matter was under consideration, after 
I .h ad called the White House and attempted 
to find out what he was going to do. How
ever, he also said that he had doubts as to 
the wisdom of our suggestions. 

Almost exactly 1 month later we decided 
to go ahead with the report, and to attempt 
to correct the situation by congressional 
action. 

The President is reported to have said 
that the report did not criticize any Con
gressmen or Senators who might have pres
sured for loans. Pressures brought by Con
gressmen and ·Senators were discussed in 
open public hearings which the subcom
mittee held in July with respect to the loans 
to Waltham Watch Co. and certain other 
borrowers. In one instance the hearing 
dealt with the contrast between two loans 
which seemed almost identical except for 
the fact that one seemed pressured by a 
Congressman and the other did not. Be
fore t hose hearings were closed, the Directors 
of RFC were invited to discuss the subject 
of congressional pressure fully and frankly. 

Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. President, I 
wish to read further · excerpts from the 
minority views and from the individual 
views submitted by the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. BENTON]. He said: 

The tone and spirit of this minority re
port--

Speaking of the minority views filed 
by the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
BRICKER] and myself-
is so misleading that it contaminates many 
sect ions of the report which are accurate. 
I believe many readers may be led to the 
conclusion thi;it many of the innocent peo
ple mentjoned in the report acted improperly, 
even though they are completely innocent of 
any wrongdoing. 

Mr. President, I challenge the able 
Senator from Connecticut to point out a 
single person mentioned in our minority 
views who was not mentioned in the sub
committee's report on unfairness and 
favoritism, or to name any other person 
who has not been mentioned by some 
other investigating committee. The other 
thought I have in mind in that con
nection is that Mr. Hood and others in 
the State of Mississippi appeared before 
the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Executive Departments. I challenge the 
Senator from Connecticut to name any 
person who was not mentioned in re
ports which are public property· and. 
whose names have appeared in virtually 
all the ~ewspapers. 

XCVII-64? 

Another statement to be found in the 
individual views filed by the junior Sena
tor from Connecticut is the fallowing: 

I would have preferred to have the follow
ing comments printed on the same page as 
the statements in the minority report about 
which I am commenting (as a footnote, as 
it were) over my signature, but unhappily 
I was not able to secure agreement on this, 
I am sorry if there is any difficulty in under
standing the following material and in re
lating it to the minority report. 

Mr. President, the able junior Senator 
from Connecticut certainly understands 
the English language. He was in the 
committe meeting about to which refer
ence was made a minute or so ago, at 
which both myself and the able Senator 

· from Arkansas [Mr. FULBRIGHT] were 
present. At that meeting it was agreed 
that all views could be printed in the 
same document. No one could mis
understand that agreement except a 
person who wished to misunderstand it 
or who wished to misrepresent the facts. 
The Senator from Connecticut under
stood it then, and he understands it now. 
He was given the right by the committee 
to submit his individual views up to noon 
on Thursday of this week, and it was 
agreed that his individual views would be 
printed as a part of the complete docu
ment. which would include the majority 
report, the minority views. and the indi
vidual views of the Senator from Con
necticut. Yet the able junior Senator 
from Connecticut said-and I wish to 
read his statement again, and then I 
shall ask who wants to be fair, who 
wants to be honest, whb wants to tell the 
truth: 

I would · have preferred to have the fol
- lowing comments-

In other words, 8 or 10 pages of 
comments~ · 
printed on the same page as the statements 
in the minority report about which I am 
commenting (as a footnote, as it were) over 
my signature, but unhappily I was not able• 
to secure ag_reement on this. I am sorry if 
there is any difficulty in understanding the 
following material and in relating it to the 
minority report. 

Mr. President, how can anything else 
contained in the individual views of the 
Senator from Connecticut be believed, 
when the particular statement I have 
just read is so far from the facts, and in- . 
asmuch as anyone who would make the 
statement I have just read would have 
deliberately to go out of his way, and 
to do so intentionally, to misrepresent 
the Banking and Currency Committee 
and its members. 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield at this point? 

Mr. CAPEHART. I am very glad to 
yield. 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. I do not wish to 
challenge what the Senator from In
diana has said, except to say that it 
seems to me that I recall that the Sen
ator from Connecticut did suggest that 
procedure, and the committee felt it was 
not practicable, and therefore the com
mittee would not approve it. Is not that 
about what happened? 

Mr. CAPEHART. I have given the 
very words of the able Senator from 
Arkansas, who said, while standing be
side his desk in this Chamber, where 

he is standing now, that the understanq
ing was that any · individual Senator 
would have a right to file any individual 

-views he cared to file, and that they 
would be printed as a part of the report, 
up to noon on Thursday of this week. 
Is not that what the Senator said not 
more than 30 minutes ago? 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. I think the sub
mission of the minority views was the 
occasion for the request. I did not 
understand that the minority requested 
the opportunity to submit individual 
views. · · 

Mr. CAPEHART. Is it not true that 
the minority requested the right to file 
individual views up to noon on Thursday 
of this week? 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. This is as I un
derstand the matter. I thought they 
wanted to give their views on minority 
views which we received only on Thurs
day afternoon; I received ·mine about 5 
o'clock. 

I do not wish to argue this matter 
with the Senator. However, in regard to 
the statement by the Senator from Con
n~cticut, I recall that something was said 
about that matter, and that the com
mittee felt it was not practicable to put 
footnotes in the minority views. I men
tion this in the interest of clarification. 

"Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. President, I 
shall read further from the individual 
views of . the able junior Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. BENTON]. In his indi
vidual views he quotes as follows from 
the minority views: 

. The n ame of William M. Boyle, Jr., chair
man of the Democrat ic National Committee, 
figured prominently in the hearings devoted 
to this aspect of the investigation. 

That is our statement in our minority 
views. 

The able Senator from Connecticut 
makes the following statement in his 
individual views: 

The hearings would seem to indicate that 
it is not correct to say that the name of 
William M. Boyle, Jr., figured prominently 
in the investigation. The fact is that the 
prominent name of William M. Boyle, Jr., 
figured incidentally in the investigation. It 
is also a fact that the name of · Guy Gabriel
son, chairman of the Republican National . 
Committee, figured in the proceedings. And 
so did the name of Senator McCAnTHY, 

Mr. President, all three names ap
peared ii1 the hearings. 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield further? 

Mr. CAPEHART. I yield. 
Mr. FULBRIGHT. I wish to clarify

the last point the .Senator has made. 
The following is the language which I 
understand the committee adopted: 

Under agreement with the Banking anci 
Currency Committee, any member of the 
committee is authorized to submit a sep
arate statement of his views concerning 
either the majority or the minority report. 

The point I made was that the request 
of the Senator from Connecticut was 
not in regard to the majority report or 
the minority views, but was in regard to 
his own individual views; and I am not 
clear whether that language would in
clude them. That is all I wught to make 
clear a moment ago. 



"10314 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE AUGUST 20 

Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. President, there 
can be no question that the Senator 
from Connecticut understood that he had 
a right up to noon on Thursday to file 
his individual views and to have them 
printed together with the majority re
nort and the minority views, and that 
all of them would be printed together 
in the same document. 

The able junior Senator from Con
nectl.cut says Mr. Boyle did not figure 
prominently in the investigation. Yet, 
on numerous instances, Mr. Boyle was 
mentioned in the hearings. One occa
sion in particular was when Mr. Boyle 
telephoned Mr. Dunham, a Director of 
the RFC, and asked Mr. Dunham to ap
point a Mr. Parker; an attorney from 
Kansas City, to the Preferred Insur
ance Co's. board of directors. I should 
say in all fairness that in the minority 
views it is stated that he was not . ap
pointed. Mr. Parker later became at
torney for a concern which was trying 
to buy the Afreon, one of the concerns 
which went bankrupt and to which RFC 
made a loan. Mr. Boyle figures in the 
investigation throughout; and, of course, 
very recently it has been brought out in 
the press tbat he was attorney for the 
American Lithofold Corp., of St. Louis, 
and that that corporation, after its ap
plication for a loan had been rejected 
three times by the RFC, was finally given 
an RFC loan, after Mr. Boyle became at
torney for that organization, and as 
such drew a certain sum of money, the 
amount of which I forget. Then, when 
he wa.s appointed chairman of the · 
Democratic National Committee, his 
partner continued to draw money from 
that corporation; and I think the record 
shows that he is still drawing it. I am 
not going to comment further on it. I 
ask the Senators to read the record and 
the hearings. There are three copies 
of them, and they make quite a stack. 
Let Senators read the hearings, read the 
majority report submitted today, and 
read the minority views, and let them 
be the judges. 

In another comment in the minority 
views, we say: 

Rather, the principals in the picture of 
White House influence on the RFC, as drawn 
by and from witnesses before the subcom
mittee, are members of the Presidential staff, 
minor employees, political hangers-on and 
self-proclaimed cronies. 

The comment of the' Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. BENTON] on this state
ment is: 

This statement suggests that various per
sons associated with the White House were 
successful in influencing leans. If this ·is 
true, it is incumbent upon the minority to 
name- the loans influenced, the persons in
fiuencing them, and to give the facts and 
circumstances surrounding them. Failure to 
Cite facts illustrates the technique employed 
of creating an atmosphere of suspicion of 
the entire White House staff without sub
stantiation. 

Mr. President, I hold in my hand the 
interim report by the subcommittee on 
RFC, of which the able Senator from 
Arkansas is the chairman. I also hold 
in my hand the chart which shows the 
influence, by diagrams. lines running 

from dUf erent people directly to Donald 
Dawson, administrative assistant to the 
President, and Loretta Young, secretary 
to the President; and it might be of in
terest to know that the original chart 
calls for putting the White House right 
in it; and it so states. So, if anyone tied 
up the White House and the White House 
aides in this RFC investigation, it was 
the full committee, the majority report, 
or the interim report, which was printed 
on February 5 of this year. 'that is the 
report which the President of the United 
States said was asinine. 

In another part of the statement of 
views of th3 able Senator from Connecti
cut, he comments upon the following 
statement in the minority views: 

It is sufficient for the purpose of this re
port to point out that Walter Dunham, a 
Director of the RFC, was so deeply impressed 
with Mr. Young's importance that, when 
Mr. Young's employer, an RFC borrower, 
decided to terminate his employment, the 
Director telephoned Donald Dawson in order 
that the President might be advised. 

What Mr. Dawson thought was Mr. 
Young's influence at the White House is not 

· directly known, but it is certainly relevant 
that :r~r. Dawson took the precaution of noti
fying the President and relaying the Presi
dent's very proper response to Director 
Dunham. 

The comment of the Senator from 
Connecticut on that statement is as 
f0llows: 

From the testimony, it would seem to be 
clear that Dunham called Dawson to report 
that Strandlund, president of Lustron, 
thought he could resist RFC-imposed econ
omies by threatening to fire Young. Dun
ham was concerned that so ridiculous an 
impression could exist. He felt that the 
White House would be disturbed and for 
that reason report~d it to Dawson. Dawson 
in turn reported it to the President, not for 
clearance, but as evidence of an undesirable 
situation. The President told Dawson to 
q:iJ.ash any misimpression by making it ap
p8'ar that Young's separation did not concern 
the White House. 

Now, Mr. President, let us read what 
Mr. Dawson said to Mr. Dunham, when 
Mr. Dunham was appointed Director, 
when he was brought to Washington for 
a consultation. That is most interest
ing. In a moment I shall read exactly 
what was said. However, what hap
pened was this: Mr. Dunham, supposedly . 
a· Republican, was called from Michigan 
to Washington. He went to the White 
House for a conference, and he had a 
conference with Mr. Dawson. Mr. Daw
son told him that they were going to 
appoint him, or were considering ap
pointing him as a Director of RFC. I 
will read what Mr. Dunham said; and he 
testified to this under oath: 

Upon my arrival in Washington, I went 
through Mr. Donald Dawson to meet the 
President. After my appointment, Mr. Daw
son told me that top personnel matters at 
the RFC should be cleared thr.:mgh the 
White House. Because he was the only 
White House official I knew, I assumed that 
meant such matters should be cleared 
through him. As will be noted later herein, 
I subsequently contacted him on other mat
ters. 

I have just been quoting from a state
ment made by Mr. Dunham, a director 

~ 
of the RFC. Another condition of Mr. 
Dunham's appointment was revealed in 
this testimony: ~i 

Mr. DUNHAM. One of the questions in
volved in my employment was whether I 
could work in harmony with the Democratic 
Party. 

I sked him this question: 
Did they ask you point blank if you 

thought you could work in harmony with 
the Democratic Party? 

Here is Mr. Dunham's answer: 
That's right. 
Senator CAPEHART. And you told them you 

could? 
Mr. DUNHAM. I told them I could work 

in harmony with anybody. 

Later, I asked him this question: 
How could you have said that, knowing 

that RFC was an independent agency, know
ing it was a bipartisan board, and knowing 
that they had no more right to make that 
statement to you than any other citizen in 
the United States? 

Mr. Dunham answered: 
I do not know that they had no right 

to make that statement to me, Senator. 

I quote further from Mr. Dunham's 
prepared statement, in which he gives 
this evaluation of the motives of s0me 
of the men who are described in the third 
interim report of the subcommittee as 
having influenced RFC's lending policy: 

I found, soon after taking office, that Mr. 
Dawson, Mr. Young, Mr. Windham, Mr. 
Jacobs, and Mr. Willett were all close friends 
and that I was obviously regarded as a new 
member of their social group. I knew that 
Mr. Jacobs was active in the Democratic 
Party and had some degree of White House 
entree. My impression was that the group 
was soley interested in the welfare of the 
Truman administration and that any RFC 
interest they had was along this line. 

I read that again: 
My impression was that the group was 

solely interested in the welfare of the Tru
man administration and that any RFC inter
est they had was along this line. 

I shall not quote any more from what 
Mr. Dunham said, because the minority 
views speak for themselves. But to say, 
as the able Senator from Connecticut 
did, that Mr. Dawson had no influence, is 
simply ridiculous. 

In the minority views reference is 
made to the fact that at one time Daw
son spent several days free at the Saxony 
Hotel in Miami Beach. In the individual 
views of the Senator from Connecticut 
he says: 

If the minority were fair it would reveal 
that Senators of both parties accepted the 
same hospitality. 

Let me read the testimony with respect 
to other Senators. I read from the hear
ings, page 1263, where the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. FuLBRIGHT] asked this 
question: 

Did you invite them before they came? 

He was talking about different persons 
who had free housing at the Saxony 
Hotel. 

Mr. SAX. No, sir; I have no contact with 
~ny Senators. I have never been in political 
life in any way, shape, or form. 

Mr. REDDAN. Does your hotel invite them? 
I mean, would Mr. Friedman do that? 
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Mr. SAX. Well, he doesn't invite. You could 

ask him. 
Mr. REDDAN. Who would invite them? 
Mr. SAX. Nobody invites them. 
Mr. REDDAN, If they were invited, who 

would do the inviting? · 
Mr. SAX. Mr. Friedman manages the hotel, 

If I saw you right now and told you to come 
down to the hotel, it would have to be a 
special. occasion. It Would have to be some 
particular instance. We don't have to go 
out and tell everybody. We'd have 48 Sena
tors down there maybe-I don't know-or 96. 

Mr. HERZ. Mr. Sax, have you ever invited 
any Senator down there, over the telephone. 
that you didn't know? 

Mr. SAX. No, sir; no, sir. 

There is no testimony that any Sena
tor was there and received free housing. 
That is all there is in the hearings about 
Senators at the Saxony Hotel. Yet the 
Senator from Connecticut · says that 
Senators of both parties accepted the 
same hospitality, leaving the impression 
that United States Senators likewise 
lived at the Saxony Hotel free of charge, 
as did Mr. Dawson and other persons. He 
knew when he wrote· those words that 
there was not any evidence to that effect. 

The · able Senator from Connecticut 
goes on at great · 1ength to criticize the 
Congress of the United States with re
spect to this . RFC matter. He rather 
criticizes us because we did not criticize 
Congress more. The · President of the 
United States, so the testimony shows, 
has hundreds and hundreds of letters 
which Representatives and Senators had 
written to RFC over many years. The 
President issued a press release in which 
he stated he could find nothing wrong 
in them. The chairman of the subcom
mittee, the distinguished Senator from 
Arkansas, after having the staff go over 
them, said nothing wrong in them could 
be found. Mr. Dawson said there was 
nothing wrong in them. Yet the able 
Senator from Connecticut would like to 
leave the impression to those reading 
the report that there was something 
wrong with United States Senators and 
Representatives with respect to this 
matter. 

In the minority views we invite atten-· 
tion to the fact that there were certain 
job selling and RFC influence in the State 
of Mississippi. The able Senator from 
Connecticut takes exception to it and 
says that it is not pertinent. It cer
tainly is pertinent, and I shall prove it 
in a moment. 

The Senator from Connecticut has this 
comment in his individual views: 

Pages 17 to 19 of section 4 represent an 
excursion into an area totally without the 
knowledge and jurisdiction of the commit
tee. The investigation of job sales in Mis
sissippi has absolutely no place in the report 
of a subcommittee of the Banking and Cur
rency Committee dealing wit_h the RFC. 
The subcommittee on investigations or the 
Senate Committee on Expenditures in the 
Executive Departments has already con
ducted an investigation into this. The in
clusion of such ·material in this minority 
report dramatically demonstrates the politi
cal objectives and character of the report. 

He is criticizing the minority views. . 
Let us take a look at the record. Let 

us see what the minority has to say about 
this question: 

Needless to say, however, Mr. Hood did not 
overlook the RFC in mapping his campaign 
of political infiltration. 

Mr. Hood was the Democratic national 
. committeeman of the State of Missis
sippi appointed by the Democratic Na
tional Committee. I understand there · 
was some fight in the organization. I 
read further : 

Although this scandal was investigated by 
the Senate Expenditures Committee and not 
by our subcommittee, it is appropriate, we 
think, to have all the fa9ts concerning 
favoritism and influence in RFC loans in one 
report. 

Mr. Hood and one of his associates, For- · 
rest B. Jackson, tried to block an RFC loan 
late in 1949 on the ground that it would have 
benefited a "Fascist Dixiecrat organization." 
They tried to accomplish this through Mr. 
Glenn P. Boehm, presumably because· of his 

·reputed contacts and influence with offl.
cials of the Democratic National Committee. 

It seems to me that that is certainly 
pertinent to the RFC. 

In January 1951 Mr. Hood write a letter 
with reference to a bank his company was 
suing which reads, in part, as follows: 

"Some time ago Glenn and I were dis
cussing this matter with his friend, Mr. 
Willett, a Director of Reconstruction Fi
nance Corporation, in Washington, and it 
was his suggestion, inasmuch as it is appar
ent that we are not going to get a fair and 
impartial trial in any of the issues in the 
Mississippi State Dixiecrat courts, that it 
would be well to refer the entire matter to 
the Comptroller of national banks, with a 
request for a complete investigation by that 
agency, looking toward a possible suspension 
of the charter of the First National Bank, 
or any other action that might result from 
an investigation by the Federal agency." 

As much as we deplore the scandalous 
conduct of Messrs. Hood and Jackson, we 
do not believe that their views on the func
tion of the RFC differed materially from 
those held by the dominant group within_ 
the Democratic National Committee. That 
viewpoint is best expressed in the following 
testimony of Mr. Forrest B. Jackson in re
sponse to questions asked by Francis D. 
Flanagan, chi~f counsel of the Investiga
tions Subcommittee of the Senate Expendi
tures· Committee: 

· I am quoting now. Mr. Flanagan 
asked this question: 

In other words, you felt that the Missis
sippi Democratic Committee should have 
been contacted by somebody in Washington 
concerning RFC loans in this area? 

That is the question Mr. Flanagan 
asked Mr. Jackson. Mr. Jackson an
swered: 

Yes, sir. 

back in Mississippi that could not receive but 
20,000 votes for the Presidential nominee of 
the Democratic Party. 

There is one man, Mr. Jackson. who 
certainly feels that they must use the 
RFC for political purposes. 

Mr. Flanagan then asked Mr. Jackson 
this question: 

And part of this plan was to have some in
fluence in the granting of RFC loans in this 
area. 

Mr. JACKSON. That is right, sir. 

So I . leave it up to the Senate and I 
leave it up to those who read the minor
ity views and those who read the indivi
dual comments of the able Senator from 
Connec'ticut as to whether or not the 
Mississippi incident l1ad anything to do 
with RFC. 

In the minority views we call attention 
to the fact that Mr. Gabrielson, chair
man of the Republican National Com
mittee, was president of the Hydrocol 
Corp. which received an RFC loan. We 
call attention to that fact in our re
port. It was I who uncovered it in the 
committee by asking questions. How
ever, the able Senator from Connecti
cut had this to say: 

I am certainly not going to make any 
charges of improper influence against Mr. 
Gabrielson with whom I am not acquainted. 
However, the above statement is manifestly 
an effort to clear him. I regret any unjusti
fiable inferences against Mr. Gabrielson 
just as I do against Mr. Boyle. I point out, 
however, that the minority is willing to ac-· 
cept Mr. Gabrielson's ur sworn statement 
whereas it is not willing to follow the same 
procedure with Mr. Boyle. 

That Mr. President, is something 
which is very easy to understand. We 
never could get Mr. Boyle before the 
committee. He never testified before the 
committee. The chairman of the com
mittee and the committee itself never 
called him. · I always thought he should 
have been called, and had he been called. 
the committee, rather than the st. Louis 
Post-Dispatch, would have been able to 
uncover the American Lithofold incident 
in St. Louis. But we did not call him. · 

Then the Senator from Connecticut · 
continues: 

I further point out that it was never dem
onstrated that Mr. Boyle influenced a loan 
or received a fee for so doing while Mr. 
Gabrielson personally testified to the receipt 
of a fee in excess of $100,000 for his efforts 
on behalf of his client who received a loan 

Then Mr. Flanagan asked the ques- of over $18,000.000. 

tion: To show that the gentleman who wrote 
Why did you want to be contacted con- · that report did not know what he was 

cernine an RFC loan? talking about, the report says that Mr. 
Mr. -JAcKsoN. We were engaged in an Gabrielson was not before the commit-

effort to try to build back and to revive and t 
rejuvenate the Democratic Party associated tee, never testified before the commi -
with and connected with the National Dem- tee. There was never any mention of 
ocratic Party in Mississippi, and in order to any $100,000 before the committee in any 
do that it was essential, as the Democratic hearings, becaus~ Mr. Gabrielson did 
Committee in Mississippi saw it, and in not testify. It was brought out in the 
line with the usual political practices as hearings, when we went into the Hydro
they have prevailed in my lifetime- col loan. We found that the Hydrocol 

Note that, Senators: "The usual politi._ Corp. was loaned by the RFC $9,000,000 
cal practices as they have prevailed in before Mr. Gabrielson ever had any 
my lifetime." I do not know how old Mr. connection whatsoever with it, before 
Jackson is .. I suspect he must be 50, so it he was an officer or director. However, 
would be 50 years in his lifetime. . -~ we l~kewise found that after he b.e?ame _ 

And in line with the usual political prac- '.~. president ;he secured two add1t10nal 
tices as they have prevailed in my lifetime, at ~ loans, makmg a total of about $18,000,
least that you had to have some kind of in- :~ 000. But the first loan was made to the 
fiuen'ce and some ·power and something to <' company before Mr. Gabrielson had any
build on if you were going to build the party · thing to do with it whatsoever. Mr. 
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Gabrielson never testified before the 
committee, therefore he could not have 
testified about $100,000 before our com
mittee. Mr. Boyle never testified before 
our committee. 

Therefore, I say that the individual 
views of the Senator from Connecticut, 
while they are his own views and he has 
a right to state them, and I certainly 
would not deny him the right to do so
he can state whatever he wants to state 
just as any other Senator or any minor
ity group can do-yet he must accept 
responsibility for what he says. I am 
certain that the able Senator from Con
necticut intends to accept the responsi
bility for the many, many mistakes, the 
many inaccuracies he has made in his 
individual views, and the fact that in 
writing them he was trying to criticize 
the minority views and call them a po
litical document when any fair-minded 
man who will read his statement and 
does not come to the conclusion that it 
is political, certainly does not under
stand the English language. 

is hereby rescinded and shall be carried to 
the surplus fund and covered into the Treas
ury immediately upon the approval of this 
act." 

That the House recede from its disagree
ment to the amendment of the Senate num
bered 8, and concur therein with an amend
ment, as follows: In lieu of the matter pro
posed by said amendment insert ": Provided, 
That the paragraph under the heading 'Ofilce 
of the Secretary, continuing fund, power 
transmission facilities-,' in the Interior De
p art ment Appropriation Act, 1950 {Public 
Law 350, Blst Cong.), is hereby amended by 
adding at the end thereof, before the final 
period, ': Provided, That expenditures from 
this fund to cover such costs in connection 
with the purchase of electric power and 
energy and rentals for the use of facilities 
are to be made only in such amounts as may 
be approved annually in appropriation acts 
and for the fiscal year 1952 such expendi
tures may be made not in excess of $250,000'." 

That the House recede from its disagree
ment to the amendment of the Senate num
bered 14, and concur therein with an amend
ment, as follows: At the end of the last line 
thereof, before the final period, insert "with
out transfer of funds." 

That the House recede from its disagree-
INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIA- ment to the amendment of the Senate num.-

TIONS, 1952-CONFERENCE REPORT bered 24, and concur therein with an amend-

M r. HAYDEN. Mr. President, I sub- ment, as follows: In lieu of the sum of $995,-ooo named in said amendment, insert 
mit a report of the committee of confer- "$700,000." 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two That the House recede from its disagree-
Houses on the amendments of the Sen- ment to the amendment of the Senate num-
ate to the bill (H. R. 3790) making ap- bered 40, and concur therein with an amend-
propriations for the Department of the ment, as follows: At the end of the last line 
Interior for the fiscal year ending June thereof insert "and the Bureau of Indian Af-
30, 1952, and for other purposes, and fairs may accept payment for s'Qch line in 
I ask unanimous consent for its immedi- the form of credit on electric bills." 

That the House recede from its disagree-
ate consideration. ment to the amendment of the Senate num-

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, bered 57, and concur therein with an amend-
STENNIS in the chair). The report will ment, as follows: In lieu of the matter pro
be read for the information of the pdsed by said amendment insert "and in-
Senate. eluding a :final payment of not to exceed 

The report was read. $282,275 to the Grand Coulee School District, 
(For · conference report see proceed- Washington, to be made for school facilities, 

ings of the House of Representatives of in accordance with the agreement between 
the Bureau of Reclamation and the Grand 

August 16, 1951, pp. 10203-10207.) Coulee School District, based on enrollment 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there of dependents of Bureau of Reclamation and 

objection to the present consideration of contractor employees, such payment to con-
the report? stitute full and final discharge of all Fed-

There being no objection, the report eral responsibility arising out of enrollment 
was considered and agreed to. of dependents of employees of the Bureau of 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid be- Reclamation and its contractors." 
fore the Senate a message from the That the House recede from its disagree
House of Representatives announcing its ment to the amendment of the Senate num
action on certain amendments of the bered 83• and concur therein with an amend-

senate to Hou
se bill 3790, which was ment, as follows: In lieu of the matter pro

posed by said amendment insert "shall be 
read, as fallows: repayable by said district to the United States 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, u . s.. unless said district shall be judicially deter-
August 17, 1951. mined by a court of competent jurisdiction 

Resolved, That the House recede from its to be not liable therefor." 
disagreement to the amendments of the That the House recede from its disagree
Senate numbered 3, 53, 61, 62, 63, 72, 75, 108, ment to the amendment of the Senate num
and 129 to the bill (H. R. 3790) making ap- bered 124, and concur therein with an 
propriations for the Depart ment of the In- amendment, as follows: In lieu of the matter 
terior for the fiscal year ending June 30, proposed by said amendment insert: 
1952, and for other purposes, and concur "SEC. 109. Transfers to the Department o! 
therein; the Interior pursuant to the Federal Prop-

That the House recede from its disagree- erty and Administrative Services Act of 1949 
ment to the amendment of the Senate num- of property, _other than real, excess to the 
bered 4, and concur therein with an amend- needs of the Navy Department may be made 
ment, as follows: In lieu of the sum named during the current fiscal year at the request 
in said amendment, insert "$318,500." of the Secretary of the Interior without reim-

That the House recede from its disagree- bursement or transfer of funds when re
ment to the amendment of the Senate num- quired by the Interior Department for opera
bered 5, and concur therein with an amend- tions conducted in the administration of the 

- ment, as follows: In lieu of the matter pro- Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands and 
posed by said amendment insert: American Samoa." 

"The unobligated portion of the $1,850,000 That the House insist upon its disagree-
appropriation contained in chapter V of the ment to the amendment of the Senate num
Second Supplemental Appropriation Act, 1951 bered 10 ~ to said bill. 
(Public Law 911, 8lst Cong.), under the 
beading 'Department of the Interior, South- '- Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, I move 
eastern Power Administration, Construction,'~- that . the Senate concur· in the amend-

ments of the House to the amendments 
of the Senate number ed 4, 5, 8, 14, 24, 
40, 57, 83, and 12'4. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on the motion of the Senator 
from Arizona. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. HAYDEN. I move that the Sen

ate recede from its amendment No. 10%. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

question is on the motion of the Senator 
from Arizona. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, that 

disposes of the Interior Department Ap
propriation bill. 

POLLUTION OF' RAINY LAKE-CORRE
SPONDENCE AND RESOLUTIONS 

Mr. THYE. Mr. President, because of 
the complaint that has come to us in 
Congress and also to State officials about 
the pollution of Rainy Lake on the bor
der between the United States and 
Canada, I found it necessary on June 28, 
1951, to address a letter to the Honorable 
Dean Acheson, Secretary of State. I ask 
unanimous consent to have inserted in 
the body of the RECORD a copy of my 
letter addressed to the Secretary of 
State, the Honorable Dean Acheson, and · 
also the reply I received from his oftice. -

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With
out objection, it is so ordered. 

The letters ref erred to are as follows: 
JUNE 28, 1951. 

Hon. DEAN ACHESON, 
Secretary of State, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR MR. SECRETARY: I am very muctt con
cerned over reports that have come to me 
from State officials of Minnesota and from 
various citizens regarding the pollution of 
Rainy Lake on the international boundary 
between the State of Minnesota and the 
Province of Ontario. 

It appears that the contamination of this 
lake is due to the effluent fl.owing into the 
Seine River from mining operations at Steep 

· Rock Lake, Ontario, and that the effect of 
the contamination of Rainy Lake is a seri
ous menace to public health, to domestic 
and municipal water supply, to industrial 
use of the water, to fish life, and to the 
scenic beauty of the lake and the surround
ing area. 

These facts have all been presented to you 
in communications from the Honorable Lu
ther W. Youngdahl, Governor of Minnesota, 
and Hon. Chester S. Wilson, State commis
~oner of conservation and chairman of the 
Minnesota Water Pollution Control Com
mission. 

The situation is one which should be 
covered under the terms of the treaty of 
January 11, 1909, between the United States 
and Great Britain, concerning the boundary 
waters between the United States and Can
ada. It would appear, therefore, that the 
matter should properly be considered by the 
International Joint Commission in an effort 
to seek relief from the dangers and damages 
resulting from the pollution of Rainy Lake. 
I respectfully request th_at steps be taken 
to negotiate with the Government of Canada 
for an appropriate reference of this matter 
to the Joint International Commission and 
for adequate steps to bring about abate
ment of the cause of the contamination of 
Rainy Lake. 

I am sure that our Government ls con
cerned over this situation and that the De
partment of State will take immediate steps 
to originate the proper proceedings to bring 
about relief from this situation. 

Sincerely yours, 
EDWARD J. THYE, 

Un ited States Senator. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 

Washington, July 3, 1951 • . ' 
Hon. EDWARD J. THYE, 

Unit ed States Senate. 
MY DEAR SENATOR THYE: The receipt is 

acknowledged of your letter dated June 28, 
1951 regarding complaints of State officials 
and various citizens of Minnesota concern
ing pollut ion of Rainy Lake on the interna• · 
tional boundary between the State of Min· 
nesot a and the Province of Ontario by effiu .. 
ent flowing into the Seine River from mining 
operations at Steep Rock Lake, Ontario. 
. An appropriate instruction with regard to 
this matter has been forwarded to the Amer .. 
ican Embassy. at Ottawa with a view to hav• ' 
ing an investigation made and if the facts are 
found to be as set forth in communications 
received from the State authorities, asking 
that steps be taken to terminate the pollu· 
tion of Rainy Lake, which is in violation of 
~rticle IV of the Boundary Waters Treaty of 
January 11, 1909. Upon receipt of a report 
from the Embassy, a further -communication 
will be forvzarded to you. 

Sincerely yours, 
· JACK K. McFALL, 

Assistant Secretary 
(For the Secretary of State). 

Mr. THYE. Mr. President, I should 
like also to have inserted in the body 
of the RECORD fallowing my remarks a 
resolution adopted by the Minnesota 
,Water ;pollution Control Commission on 

· the pollution of Rainy Lake from the 
Steep Rock mining operations; also a 
resolution adopted by the Minnesota 
Legislative Research Committee on the 
pollution of Rainy Lake from the Steep 
Rock mining operations. 
' There being no_ objection, the reso

lutions were ref erred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations and ordered to be 
'printed in the RECORD, as follows: 
STATE OF MINNESOTA WATER POLLUTION CON• 

TROL COMMISSION-RESOLUTION ON POLLU• 
TION OF RAINY LAKE FROM S~P ROCK 
MINING OPERATIONS 
Whereas at a public hearing held jointly 

by the Minn~sota Water Pollution Control 
Commission and the board of health of the 
Province of Ontario at Fort Frances, on .. 
tario, on June 26, 1951, the following facts 
were conclusively established: (1) That the . 
dis.charge of effiuent from the hydraulic 
stripping operations at the iron mine at 
Steep Rock Lake, Ontario, into the Seine 
River and thence into Rainy Lake has caused 
extensive pollution of the waters of said 

·lake on both sides of the international 
boundary, resulting in severe and lasting in .. 
jury to public interests and private prop .. 
erty pertaining to said lake in both the 
United States and Canada, as more particu
larly stated in communications addressed to . 
the Secretary of State from the Governor 
of Minnesota, th.e chairman of this commis· 
sion, and the commissioner of conservation 
of this State; (2) that the company operat- . 
ing said mine, Steep Rock Iron Mines, Ltd., 
h as received ample warning of the injurious 
effect s of said operations as aforesaid, but 
nevertheless persists in continuing the same, 
without lawful authority and in direct vio
lation of the existtng treaty between the 
United States and Great Britain respecting 
international boundary waters: Now, there
fore, be it 

Resolved by the M i nnesota Water Pollution 
Control Com m ission, That we urge the Sec
retary of St ate to call upon the Govern. 
ment of the Dominion of Canada to take 
action for immediate abatemeht of the cause 
of said pollution without further delay, in 
compliance with the provisions of said 
treaty; and be it further 

Resolved, That copies of this resolution 
be t ransmitted to the Secretary of State, 
the S :m~tors and Representatives in Con-

gress from Minnesota, the Governor of Min
nesota, the board of health of the Province 
of Ontario', and Steep Rock Iron Mines, Ltd., 
also to the press and radio for publication. 

which struck that large area. The speed 
with which both Rouses of the Congress 
approved both the emergency disaster 
appropriation and the emergency-hous-
ing measure was, to me, vivid and mov-

REsoLUTioN BY THE MINNESOTA LEGISLATIVE inrr demonstration of the sympathy and 
RESEARCH COMMITTEE ON THE POLLUTION OF wholehearted generosity of the Ameri-
RAINY LAKE FROM STEEP ROCK MINING 0PER• 
ATIONs can people toward their fellow citizens 
Whereas it has been definitely established in time of distress. I know that I speak 

that the discharge of effiuent from hydraulic for every individual and family in the 
stripping operations at steep Rock Lake, on- area who suffered from this terrible flood 
tario, into the Seine River and thence into when I express our deep and heartfelt 
Rainy Lake has caused extensive pollution of gratitude for these prompt actions .. 
waters of said lake on both sides of the inter- Now, more than a month after the 
national boundary; and flood struck, the people in the region are 

Whereas the effiuent consists of finely di- still digging out of the debris. But it 
vided silica, iron, and other mineral compo- is a long, slow, heartbreaking process. 
nents suspended in water which does not Some businesses, I understand, will not 
settle readily; and 

Whereas this effiuent gives the water a pro- reopen, because they have no assurance 
nounced brownish discoloration which varies that such a disaster will not strike them 
in intensity according to the degree of dilu· again. Thousands of homes have been 
tion: and completely destroyed and many others 
· ·. Whereas the turbidity impairs the quality damaged beyond repair. Five million 
of the water for domestic and municipal a.cres of growing crops and crops ready 
_water supply and industrial use; and . tor market were wholly wiped out. Re- . 

·. Whereas the turbidity has caused serious markable progress has been made in 
harm to private and commercial fishing oper- . :testoring airports roads com_ mlmica-
ation; and -, . . ' '. 

Whereas said turbidity is progressively de· ·'._, tion, a:nd rail transportation to. normal 
stroying the scenic beauty of Rainy Lake operation. Alth~ugh the full e.stm~ate of 
which will curtail the tourist traffic on and the damage is still unknown, it will un
around the lake, impairing the value of re- doubtedly be a staggering figure. · 
sort camps, homes, and other property bor- ,., · Aside from the human suffering in 
dering on the lake, and consequently have a the flood area, the resulting paralysis 
depressing effect on employment, business of business industry and agriculture ' 
and industry dependent upon such traffic: ,, jn such a l~rge and productive section1 

an~hereas the management _of the steep · ,_ constituted a serious threat not only to '. 
Rock Iron Mines, Ltd., has received ample the economy of that area, but to the 
warning of the injurious effects of pollution economy of the entire country. As_ a 
as aforesaid but persists in continuing opera- Nation engaged in building up our de-1 
tion in direct violation of the existing treaty fense efforts, we simply cannot afford 
between the United States and Great Britain this kind of economic dislocation and 
which provides (art. IV) that the bound- waste. We cannot afford to sit back and 
ary waters shall not be polluted on either say "Yes· it was terrible but we are 
side to the injury of health or property on · ' . ' ' , 
the other; and . ,, meetmg. th~ emergency needs .so~ehow ~ · 

Whereas since present stripping operations ,~~rr'he wo1st i~ over, and m_aybe .~twill n~t 
will be completed within 2 or 3 years, contin- ;~ happen ~gam ~or ~any ¥ears. '!!1a~ IS , 
uing investigation, which defers action, is of merely mdugmg m wishful .thmkmg 
no value whatsoever, and prompt action 1s when the situation cries out for construe- ' 
necessary to prevent permanent and irre- tive thought and action. j 
parable damage: Now, therefore, be it ··• · Planning a comprehensive water pro .. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State im- gram for the vast Missouri Basin is a 
mediately call upon the Government of the . 
Dominion of Canada to take action for im- problem that has caused deep concern 
mediate abatement of the causes of said pol- ~nd worry for many, many years, but 
lution in compliance with the provisions of one that thus far has remained un-
said treaty; be it further solved. Part of the area has too much 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Legis- water and much of it has too little 
lative Research Committee transmit copies of . water. Part of it has repeatedly suf
this resolution to the Secretary of State, Sen- f ered from violent and destructive floods 
ators and Representativ~s from Minnesota in and much of it has been stricken year 
Congress, proper Canadian authorities, the . f 
steep Rock Mines, Ltd., and to the press and after year by severe drought. As all o 
radio for publication. my colleagues know, there has been and 

still exists a wide division of respectable 
PROPOSED MISSOURI BASIN SURVEY opinion as to the best methods and pro-

COMMISSION gram which should be followed in order 
Mr. HENNINGS. Mr. President, the properly and effectively to meet the wa

Nation's worst flood disaster which ter-resourc.es needs of the area. Floods 
struck Missouri, Kansas, and Oklahoma and drought are but two of the difficult 
with such devastating results last problems which must be solved. There 
month has again brought to the fore are also the questions of irrigation, navi
the urgent need for positive action aimed gation, hydroelectric power, soil conser
at preventing, insofar as is humanly vation, pollution abatement, wildlife, and 
possible, the recurrence of another such many other related matters. · 
catastrophe. So many of my colleagues I have been deeply concerned, as I 
in both the Senate and the House have know all of us have, over the sectional 
actually visited the scene of the disaster, biases and jurisdictional disputes and 
seen the motion picture which so graphi- sharp controversies which have all op
cally presented the stark and ugly ef- erated to retard any real solution to 
fects of the ravaging waters, and read the problem. The great volume of m ail 
the newspaper accounts of the destruc- which has poured into my office-and I 
tion, that I am sure there is full and am sure into many other offices, particu
complete understanding of the chaos larly t:_10s1· of Senators from th.e great 
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Missouri Valley-during and since the 
disaster has indicated to me that many 
sharply conflicting views as to what par- ' 
ticular plans and programs are needed •~ 
have been washed aside. The one plea -r 
which is repeated and multiplied until it : 
becomes almost a single voice is, "We 

1

~ 
must have action. We must have some !. 

assurance. This must never happen 
again." 

Mr. President, the people of this area 
have a right to expect and to demand 
such action. But as I have pointed out 
before, it is not only the people of the 
area who suffered. The impact was felt 
by the entire Nation-this Nation which 
is now undertaking by every possible 
means to make an all-out effort to mo
bilize its strength and resources to meet 
whatever threat to our feedom and se
curity may come. 

So it is not only the people of the area 
who stand to gain from some construc
tive plan but the whole Nation would 
benefit by such action which would not 
only insure against huge economic loss . 
but would increase and expand our total 
productive capacity in. agriculture and 
industry. In short, this is not a geo
graphic noc a partisan question but one 
which involves the whole Nation's econ
omy. 

Mr. President, I am introducing today 
a joint resolution which I sincerely hope 
and believe will bring us somewhat closer 
to a solution of this urgent and difficult 
problem. This joint resolution would 
establish a Missouri Basin Survey Com
mission which would have a three-fold 
function. First, the Commission would 
be directed to make a full and complete 
investigation and study of the land and 
water resources and their utilization for 
the Missouri Valley region. Second, the 
Commission would be charged with the 
duty of formulating an integrated and 
comprehensive program based on the 
total land and water needs of the area. 
Third, the Commission would be asked.to 
make positive recommendations for car-

. rying out such a program. In carrying 
out its study and investigation, the Com
mission would be directed to review and 
evaluate the plans or programs recom
mended by various agencies of the Gov
ernment and interested groups and those 
plans which are either now in operation 
in the region or in the process of plan
ning or construction. 

After long study of this problem, some 
of us have become convinced that no 
single plan will succeed in the area unless 
it has a large measure of local accep
tance and support. My resolution, I be
lieve, offers a new approach from this 
standpoint. It encourages local partici
pation by requesting the Governors of 
the Missouri Basin States to appoint rep
resentatives to an advisory committee to 
the Commission. The members of the 
advisory committee are to be invited to 
attend the meetings of the Commission 
and present the desires and views of the 
individual States. Moreover, the Com
mission is directed to go into the area and 
conduct on the site surveys and apprais
als of resources-development programs. 

In other words, the Commission is not 
to sit here in Washington, but is to go 
into the field and observe and hear the 

people. As we all know, a certain degree ous and constructive manner. It is tny 
of insulation from ideas often takes place belief that not only will the entire econ-
1n Washington. Some people can afford omy benefit by this study, but that mil
to come here and appear before commit- ~. lions of dollars of the taxpayers money 
tees. Some great vested interests and : will eventually be saved, together with 
others can employ lawyers and pay their ~~ the prevention of waste of our natural 
expenses to come to Washington in vast resources and the wealth of the Nation. 
numbers. Many people have not been ·'·' Mr. President, I ask unanimous con
heard from on this question, and will sent to have printed at this point in the 
probably never be heard from, except RECORD the text of the joint resolution. 
in the form of letters to some of us. It I send to the desk: for appropriate refer
iS my view, in framing this resolution, ence the joint resolution to which I have 
that if the committee can go. into the just referred. · 
area and see the people, see the develop- There being no objection, the joint 
ments, see the construction, and hear resolution <S. J. Res. 93) to establish a 
from all who are concerned and inter- Missouri Basin Survey Commission, in
ested, the results will be far better. Sur- traduced by Mr. HENNINGS (for himself, . 
prisingly enough, many who write letters Mr. CHAVEZ, Mr. CLEMENTS, Mr. DouGLAS, 
seem to be rather expert-perhaps a Mr. GREEN, Mr. HILL, Mr. LEHMAN, Mr. 
good deal more expert than some of us- MURRAY, Mr. FLANDERS, Mr. LANG~R. Mrs. 
in the particular phases of the field of SMITH of Maine, Mr. KEFAUVER, Mr. 
water resources, water development, and HUMPHREY, Mr. GILLETTE, ·and Mr. 
water control. Of prime importance, KERR), was received, read twice by its 
however, is the provision that the Com- title, referred to the Committee on 
mission would hold hearings throughout . Public Works, and ordered to be printed 
the area. It would go into the valley in the RECORD, as follows: · 
with an open mind. It would listen to Resolved, etc., That there is hereby estab
the people who live and work in the lished a Commission to be known as the Mis
region and would learn their sentiments sourt Basin Survey Commission (hereinafter 
and their thinking on all of the many referred to as the "Commission"). It shall 
water problems. As the distinguished be the duty of the Commission-

t f th h . (a) to make a full and complete investiga-
occupan o e C air [Mr. STENNIS]• tion, study, and survey of the land and water 
who went with us on a trip 3 weeks ago resources and their utilization for the Mis
throughout the devastated area, is well sour! Valley region, consisting of the entire 
aware, many views were expressed to us Missouri River, its tributaries and watershed, 
on that trip by citizens of competence as located within the following States: Mon
and ability. Some of the views were at tana, Wyoming, North Dakota, South Dakota, 
variance with some of the preconceived Nebraska, Kansas, Missouri, Colorado, Min-

. nesota, and Iowa: 
views which I at least had held before (b) to formulate an integrated and com-
I visited the flooded areas. prehensive program for the Missouri River 

I believe this is a healthy approach Basin which shall take into consideration 
and I believe that through it the various the land and water resources needs of the 
divergent groups, representing differ- area concerned in terms of flood control; 
ences in thought, understanding, and irrigation; navigation; reclamation; hydro
judgment on the problem, would find electric power and utilization; soil conserva
themselves in substantially greater tion and utilization; forest, fish, and wildlife 

conservation; recreation; domestic and mu
agreement than disagreement on many nicipal water supplies; sediment control· and 
of the issues. pollution abatement; and ' 

It is my feeling that this can best be (c) to make such recommendations as it 
accomplished by an independent com- may deem desirable for executing such p:co
mission and I am therefore proposing a gram . 
membership of nine, with three mem- SEC. 2. (a) The Commission shall be com-
bers, not officers or employees of the posed of nine members, as follows: 
United States Government, to be ap- (1) Three appointed by the President, who 
pointed by the President, three to be ap- shall not, at the time of their appointment 

to the Commission, be officers or employees 
pointed by the Vice President, and three of the United states. 
by the Speaker of the House. The com- (2) Three appointed by the President of 
mission would report to the President the Senate. 
and the Congress by June 30, 1952. (3) Three appointed by the Speaker of the 

Mr. President, I believe the time has House. 
come when we must put an end once and (b) Vacancies in the Commission shall not 
f affect its powers, but shall be filled in the 
or all to jurisdictional disputes, mis- same manner in which the original appoint

understandings, and arguments so ment was made. 
highly charged with emotion. The dev- (c) The Commission shall elect a Chair
astating results of the recent disaster man and a Vice Chairman from among the 
are too compelling to admit of any fur- members appointed by the President. 
ther delay. Let us get down to busi- (d) Five members of the Commission shall 
ness and have a factual and objective constitute a quorum. 
study. Our national welfare and the (e) Within 30 days after the date of the 
security of our Nation are so closely tied appointment of the members thereof, or the 
to the effective harnessing of the vast date the funds have been made available by 

the Congress, whichever is the later, the 
water resources of the Missouri Basin Commission shall organize for the perform
that further delay in a forthright ap- ance of its functions. 
proach to this recurring problem is un- (f) The Chairman of the commission, on 
thinkable. the advice of the other members of the Com-

! am deeply grateful for the coopera- mission, shall appoint a staff director. It 
tion and support of my colleagues who shall be the duty of the staff director under 
have joined with me in sponsoring this direction of the Commission to supervise the 
joint resolution and for their willing- formulation of the report to be submitted to 

the President and the Congress and to coor
ness to join in a practicable and sensible dinate the work of the staff of the commis
method to solve this problem in a vigor- sion. 
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SEC. 3. The Governors of the States enu

merated in section 1 (a) shall each be re
quested to appoint a representative who shall 
serve as members of an advisory committee 
to the Commission. The representatives as 
appointed shall select a chairman and a vice 
chairman. The members of such advisory 
committee may attend the meetings of the 
Commission and may submit. the desires and 
views of such States to the Commission. 

SEC. 4. In carrying out its study and in
vestigation, the Commission shall-

( a) consider and evaluate, in the light of 
existing conditions and particularly the re-

. cent disastrous flood in the area concerned, 
the plans or programs recommended by 
ot:her agencies and interested groups, includ
ing projects and programs now in operation 
or under construction and development; 
I fb) conduct in the region such on the site 
surveys and appraisals on resource develop
ment programs, and provide for the holding 
of such public hearings as it deems neces
sary and practicable, with a view toward ob
taining accurate ·and pertinent information 
and expressions of public sentiment of the 
inhabitants thereof; 
' ' (c) include in its plan or plans, to the de
gree practicable, estimated costs and bene
fits and recommendations relating_ to the 
establishment of reimbursement and repay
ment schedules; 

1 ( d) offer proposals for the construction 
and operation of the projects contained in 
its plan or plans and designate, insofar as is 
practicable, the functions and activities of 
the various Federal departments and agen
cies under such plan or plans; and 
r ( e) recognize any existing interests and 
·rights of the States in determining the de
' velopment of land and water resources 
within their borders and any other existing 
interests or rights in water utilization and 

' control. 
f~ SEC. 5. In carrying out its duties under 
this joint resolution the Commission is 
authorized- · 
~ (a) to sit and act at such times and 
places, to subpena such witnesses, to take 

'such testimony, and to compel the produc
tion of such books, papers, or other records, 

1 
as it deems advisable. Any member of the 
Commission may administer oaths or affir-

1 mations to witnesses appearing before the 
Commission. In case of contumacy by, or 
refusal to obey a subpena served upon, any 
'person the district court of the United 
States for any district in which such person 
is found to reside or carries on business, 
upon application by the Commission, shall 
have jurisdiction to issue an order requiring 
such person to appear before the Commis-

. sion and give· such testimony or produce 
documents, or both; and any failure to obey 
such order of the court may be punished by 
such court as a contempt thereof; and 

(b) to lease, furnish, and equip such office 
space, in the District of Columbia and else
where, as it may deem necessary; to trans
mit in the mails, free of postage, under cover 
of a penalty envelope, matters which relate 
exclusively to the business of the Commis
sion; have printing and binding done by the 
Governm-ent Printing Office, or, in its dis
cretion, by other establishments; employ and 
fix the compensation of such officers, em
ployees, and consultants as it may require; 
request and obtain on Euch terms as shall be 
mutually agreeable the assistance and advice 
of any . officers and employees of the execu
tive branch of the Government; pay travel 
and other necessary expense in accordance 
with existing law incurred by it, or any of its 
officers or employees in the performance of 
duties vested in it; and shall have such 
other powers as are consistent with and 
reasonably required to perform the functions 
vested in it by this joint resolution. 

~ · SEC. 6. (a) The Commission shall report 
to the President and the Coµgress on or be-

force June 30·, 1952, the results of its study 
and investigation together with such recom
mendations as to legislation as it deems 
advisable. · 

( b) The Commission shall cease to exist 
within 3 months from the date on which it 
submits its report to the President and the 
Congress. All property assets and records of 
the Commission shall immediately there
after be turned over for liquidation and dis
position to such agency or agencies in the 
executive branch as the President shall desig
nate. 

SEC. 7. (a) Any members of the Commis
sion appointed pursuant to subsection (a) 
(2) and (3) of section 2 who are Members 
of Congress shall ·serve without compensa
tion in addition to that received for their 
services as Members of Congress; but they 
shall be reimbursed for travel, subsistence, 
and other necessary expenses incurred by 
them in the performance of their duties as 
members of the Commission. 

(b) Each member of the Commission ap
pointed pursuant to subsection (a) (1) of 

· section 2 of this joint resolution shall re
ceive compensation at the rate of $50 per 
diem for each day they are engaged in the 
performance of their duties as members of 
the Commission and shall be reimbursed for 
travel, subsistence, and other necessary ex
penses incurred by them in the performance 
of their duties as members of the Com
mission. 

SEC. 8. There are hereby authorized to be 
appropriated such sums as may be necessary 
to carry out the provisions of this joint reso
lution. 

MARYLAND SENATORIAL ELECTION
MINORITY VIEWS 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, I 
understand that the Senator from Ari
zona [Mr. HAYDEN] earlier today received 
permission for me to file my minority 
views on the Maryland senatorial elec
tion campaign. 

Mr. HAYDEN. No. At the time I 
filed the report of the committee I stated 
that later in the day the Senator from 
Wisconsin intended to ask permission to 
file his minority views, so that the ma
jority report and the · minority views 
could be printed as one document. The 
Vice President, who was in the chair, 
stated the question would arise when the 
minority views were presented. So, it 
will be necessary for the Senator from 
Wisconsin to file his minority views and 
make his request . 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to file my minority 
views. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. Does the Senator wish to 
have his minority views printed with the 
majority report? 

Mr.McCARTHY. Yes. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 

objection? The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. 

Mr . . McCARTHY. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent to have inserted 
in the body of the RECORD at this point 
a memorandum or letter which I sent 
this morning to the Senator from Ne
braska [Mr. WHERRY], the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. JENNER], and the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE], who 
did not join in the majority report in 
the Maryland Senatorial election investi
gation 

There being no objection, the memo
randum was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 
MEMORANDUM TO REPUBLICAN SENATORS 

WHERRY, JENNER, AND LODGE, WHO DID NOT 
JOIN IN THE MAJORITY REPORT IN THE 
MARYLAND ELECTIONS 

AUGUST 20, 1951. 
As you know, I was given 10 days by the 

full Rules Committee to write a minority 
report which was to be printed with the ma
jority report and presented to the Senate. 
Ordinarily, I would present this to all of you 
who did not sign the majority report for your 
approval and signature. I have decided not 
to do so in this case, however, for the reason 
that in this fight to dig undercover Com
munists out of the Government, I have care
fully refrained from putting any of my fellow 
Senators in the position of publicly joining 
me in this fight. I have done so for the rea
son that they would thereby unnecessarily 
subject themselves to all of the left-wing 
smear and character assassination which is 
the tried and proven method of discouraging 
people in a position to do so from effectively 
fighting Communists at home. If for any 
reason any of you disapprove my handling 
this matter in this fashion, I shall be more 
than happy to handle it in any other manner 
you may suggest. 

Sincerely yours, 
JOE MCCARTHY. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, un
der date of August 3, 1951, a report en
titled "Maryland Senatorial Election of 
1950" was submitted by the Subcommit
tee on Privileges and Elections to the 
Committee on Rules and Administra
tion of the United States Senate. 

This report, dealing with the Maryland 
senatorial election of 1950, was con
curred in by all five members of the Sub
committee on Privileges and Elections, 
namely, the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
GILLETTE], the Senator from Oklahoma 
[Mr. MoNRONEYJ, the Senator from Mis
souri [Mr. HENNINGS], the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. HENDRICKSON]' and the 
Senator from Maine [Mrs. SMITHJ. 

The . unanimous concurrence of the 
members of the subcommittee in this 
report seemed to give it the color of non• 
partisanship or bipartisanship. In fact, 
however, the Republican Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. HENDRICKSON] and the 
Republican Senator from Maine [Mrs. 
SMITHJ had long before gone on record 
with respect to the major issue in the 
Maryland senatorial campaign of 1950 
in such a manner as to make their con
currence in the report practically in
evitable. 
WHAT WAS THE BIG ISSUE IN MARYLAND IN 1950? 

In the interests of accuracy, the re
port of the Subcommittee on Privileges 
and Elections cannot be allowed to go 
unchallenged. 

The report fails to take any account of 
the big issue of the 1950 senatorial elec
tion in the State of Maryland. To put 
it in its briefest possible form, that issue 
was one of "Communists in Govern-

. ment." 
During the early part of 1950, the then 

senior Senator from Maryland, Millard 
E. Tydings, was chairman of a subcom- · 
mittee of the Committee on Foreign Re
lations of the · United States, charged 
with the State Department employee loy
alty investigation. 
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As is universally known, an investiga

tion into the loyalty of State Department 
employees over which former Senator 
Tydings presided was ordered by the 
United States Senate as a result of 
charges made by me on the floor of the 
Senate. 

National attention was focused on the 
grave charges made by me and on the 
conduct of the investigation into those 
charges by former Senator Tydings, 
Throughout the so-called investigation, 
it was clear that the senior Senator from 
Maryland approached his task from the 
narrowest partisan viewpoint, with the 
ultimate result that disloyal persons were 
shielded from exposure and with the ul
timate result that Communist subver .. 
sion in Government was whitewashed. 

Thanks to a free press and a free radio, 
the facts of this whitewash were widely 
disseminated among the voters of the 
State of Maryland as well as throughout 
the Nation. 

One of the most vigorous attacks made 
upon my exposure of Communists in 
the State Department and my attempt 
to show that former Senator Tydings 
was trying to whitewash the State De
partment was. made on the floor of the 
Senate in a speech by the Senator from 
Maine [Mrs. SMITH] and a declaration 

· of conscience, by the Senator from Maine 
[Mrs. SMITH], in which the senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. HENDRICKSONJ joined. 

I do not question the sincerity or 
honesty of Senators SMITH and HEN
DRICKSON in the above-mentioned speech 
and declaration of conscience, nor do 
I question their sincerity and honesty 
in arriving at substantially the same 
conclusion in the majority report. 

It would seem in accordance with 
sound judicial practice, however, that 
Senators HENDRICKSON and SMITH should 
have disqualified ·themselves from serv
ing on the subcommittee which investi
gated the Maryland election. The issue 
in this investigation was practicaly iden
tical to the issue involved in the declara
tion of conscience. 

If McCARTHY'S charges of Communists 
in the State Department and his charges 
that Tydings was attempting to white
wash the State Department were untrue, 
then the speech made by Senator SMITH 
and the declaration of conscience joined 
in by Senator HENDRICKSON were properJy 
directed at him. Likewise, if Senator 
McCARTHY'S charges of Communists in 
the State Department and a whitewash · 
by Tydings were untrue, then the part 
he took in the Maryland campaign was 
extremely unfair. Obviously, therefore, 
a :finding by the subcommittee that Mc
CARTHY was justified in exposing Tydings' 
whitewash in the Maryland campaign 
would have been in effect a complete 
repudiation of the above-mentioned 
speech and declaration of conscience. 

s :nators HENDRICKSON and SMITH un
douotedly very honestly felt they could 
fairly reevaluate that upon which they 
were already publicly committed. The 
same situation, of course, exists in prac- · 
tically every case in which a j.udge dis
qualifies himself. It is not because he 
himself feels that he would be unfair. 
The fact that he disqualifies himself in
dicates his fairness. Every man is firmly 
convinced that he would te absolutely 

fair. In fact, Tydings himself un
doubtedly would have honestly felt that 
he could have sat as a committee mem
ber and fairly passed upon the Mary
land election. However, when judges 
appear to have an interest in a case or 
to have been previously committed, they 
disqualify themselves-not because they 
feel they would be personally dishonest 
but in order to preserve the confidence 
of the people and the integrity of the 
courts. The same rule should apply to 
Senators. 

It long has been the wise and honor
able practice of Senators to refuse to 
sit in judgment where it would appear 
to the public that they might not be 
absolutely fair and impartial. Perhaps 
it should be made clear at this point 
that we should not be unduly critical 
of Senators SMITH and HENDRICKSON be
cause of their failure to disqualify them
selves in this case. They are both ob
viously honest, loyal Americans and cap
able Senators. If they. had a back
ground of either judicial or legal train
ing, I am certain they would not have 
insisted on continuing on the subcom
mittee, which would ultimately be obliged 
to either uphold or repudiate the posi
tion taken in their declaration o:f con
science against what they considered 
McCARTHY'S unfair fight against Commu
nist influence in the State Department 
and Tydings' whitewash. 

At this point it should be stated with 
.an possible emphasis. that the Maryland 
senatorial ca:qipaign .to miseat Senator 
Tydings in the election of 1950 was un-

. fairly conducted if the charge of a 
Tydings whitewash of Communists in the 

· State Department is untrue. If, on the • 
other hand, that charge cannot success
fully be contradicted, then the victorious 
campaign of Senator JOHN MARSHALL 
BUTLER was conducted fairly and in the 
highest interests of the people of Mary
land and the entire United States. 

Parenthetically, it should be noted, Mr. 
President, that the members of the Sub-

. committee on Privileges and Elections 
suffered from a bad case of jitters over 
the "outsiders" who took a hand in the 
Maryland senatorial campaign. 

I remind the Senate that no Joyal 
American is an "outsider" when it comes 
to getting rid of those who shield Com
munists in Government. Many ·of the 
"outsiders" were residents of the District 
of Columbia, who have no vote but are 
represented by Senators from the 48 
States. It was an extremely healthy and 
encouraging sign to find them taking an 
active interest in the elections. Tydings, 
by his own acts, had made himself the 
symbol of the whitewash and cover-up of 
Communists in Government. That fact 
alone would have made the issue in 
Maryland a national issue, involving the 
very existence of the United States as a 
free nation, to which no loyal American 
from anywhere in the 48 States or the 
District of Coltp:nbia could be an "out
sider." 

It should also be noted that every Sen
ator is paid by and is supposed to rep
resent, not merely one State but all the 
people of this Nation. 

The subcommittee also took strong ex
ception to the fact that the Times
Herald and Fulton Lewis were of great 

assistance in bringing the true facts to 
the attention of the people of the Free 
State of Maryland. The Times-Herald 
has a heavy circulation in Maryland and 
has a duty to bring the truth to the peo
ple of Maryland. Fulton Lewis is a resi
dent of the State of Maryland anct also 
has extensive radio coverage in that 
$tate and likewise owes an equal duty 
to those people. 

Another newspaper and radio com
mentator took an active interest in 
the Maryland election-the Washington 
Post, one of whose reporters, according 
to the confession of Sorge, directed the 
Sorge interpational Communist espio
nage ring; and Drew Pearson, who, by 
his own admission, kept on his staff a 
Communist writer, "trying to reform 
him." Strangely the subcommittee made 
no mention of the Washington Post or 
Drew Pearson, who always bleed when
ever a Communist is scratched, and who 
were vigorously and violently supporting 
Millard Tydings and opposing JOHN MAR
SHALL BUTLER. 

Mr. President, I believe I should make 
it clear that I do not trunk it was im
proper for the Washington Post or for 
Pearson to take part in that campaign. 
However, if it was improper for ·the 
Times-Herald and Fulton Lewis to take 
part in the campaign, then it was 
equally improper for the Washington 
Post and Drew Pearson to do so. 
REACTION OF MARYLAND DEMOCRATIC VOTE~S IN 

1950 P'RlMARY 

The sharp reaction of Maryland Dem
ocratic voters to the Tydings whitewash 
was clearly refie~ted in the primary 
election of the State which took place 
on September 18, 1950. 

This reaction was registered with ob
viously disastrous results for Tydings 
before the campaign of Senator BUTLER 
got under way. The Subcommittee on 
Privileges and Elections and former 
Senator Tydings complain bitterly of the 
fact that Senator BUTLER impugned. 

. Senator Tydings' conduct of the loyalty 
investigation, but they say ·nothing of 
the damning charges brought against 
Tydings within his own party prior to 
the primary election. 
O~e of Tydings' opponents in the Dem

ocrat primary was Hugh J. Monaghan. 
On August 31, Monaghan charged that 
the report of the Tydings' subcommittee 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations 
had given the green light to Stalin's · 
agents in this country to continue to 
gnaw at the foundation of our national 

· security. It would be hard to frame a 
graver charge, but it must be noted that 
the charge came from one of Tydings' 
fell ow Democrats. 

An unprecedented result in the Demo
crat primary was that 126.849 Mary
land Democrats who expressed a prcl
erence for their Democrat gubernatorial 
candidates failed to vote in the Democrat 
Senate race. Nothing like that bad ever 
happened before in a Maryland primary, 
or :in any other State. 

What did it mean? The answer is ob
vious. It meant that the two young 
men who were running against Tydings 
had not made themselves sufficiently 
known to the Maryland voters so that 
they felt they could intelligently vote 
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for either one of them, not knowing 
them, but' that they did know· Tydings 
and could not bring themselves to vote 
for him. This accurately predicted the 
inevitable defeat of Tydings in the gen
eral election, because even disregarding 

. the Republican vote, the total of those 
who voted against Tydings or who re
fused to vote was greater than the vote 
he rece:i.ved. 

The Subcommittee on Privileges and 
Elections . doubts the intellectual ca
pacity of the voters of the State of 
Maryland to pass upon the vital issues 
with which they are confronted on elec
tion day. "The "fact is," says the report 
of the subcommittee, "that the people 
themselves are not in possession of suf
ficient reliable information upon which 
to judge." That must be ch:..1.racterized 
as one of the most astonishing state
ments ever incorporated in a Senate re
port, Mr. President. 

This is still a free country, despite all 
that the subcommittee may imply to the 
contrary. No all-powerful State or any 
other vested interest should have any 
monopolistic control over the dissemina
tion of information. The media of mass 
communication in this country· are and 
should remain available to and be used 
by every shade of political opinion. To 
suggest or imply, as the report of the 
subcommittee does, that the facts of the 
Tydings whitewash of Communists in 
the State Department should have been 
rigorously suppressed is to embrace the 
totalitarian doctrine of a Goebbels or a 
Stalin. 

THE TABLOID 

The subcommittee ref erred to the tab-. 
loid in general terms as "disregarding 
simple decency and common honesty, 
designed to create and exploit doubts 
about the loyalty of former Senator 
Tydings." The subcommittee then gave 
three specific objections to the tabloid: 

First: 
The bulk of the material in the tabloid 

..:related to the State Department employee · 
loyalty investigation conduqted in 1950 un
der the chairmanship of Senator Tydings 
and was consistently critical of his partici
pation in and conduct of that investigation. 

That statement, made in the report, 
I may say, is absolutely correct. 

Second. A composite picture of 
Tydings and Browder. 

Third. An article entitled "Tydings 
Group Held Up Arms." 

This particular article having been 
singled out, we can assume that it was 
considered by the subcommittee as the 
best example of how the articles in th_e 
tabloid "disregarded simple' decency and 
common honesty." ·· 

The subcommittee overlooked the fact 
that this article was in answer to a cam
paign speech made by Tydings and re
ported_ in the Baltimore Sun of Septem
ber 30, 1950. I call this particularly to 
the ·attention of subcommittee members 
on the floor. One of the statements 
made by him at the time, according to 
the Baltimore Sun, was, "If we had done 
what the Republicans wanted in Korea 
there would not have been a gun out 
there." 

He was apparently ref erring to the 
fact that some Republicans voted against · 

the proposed $150,000,000 for economic 
aid to South Korea. This aid did not in
clude military aid of any kind. In fact, 
in an article written for the Daily Com
pass, July 17, 1949, Lattimore recom
mended this aid and labeled it: "A part
ing grant, to be given as a means of al
lowing South Korea to fall so that the 
world would not know that we pushed 
her." Lattimore and the Kremlin's 
friends in our , Government recognized 
the fact that if we limited our aid to 
South Korea to economic aid, while Rus
sia was arming North Korea, the fall of 
South Korea was inevitable. When 
Tydings told the voters of Maryland that 
Republican votes against this economic 
aid was denying guns to South Korea, 
he was either deliberately lying, or had 
been completely taken in by the Ache
son-Lattimore strategy of "let them fall, 
but give them some economic aid so that 
it won't appear that we pushed them." 

The articie to which the subcommittee 
objects sets forth very clearly the fact 
that the Congress had voted a total of 
$87,300,000 for military aid, any part of 
which was available for South Korea, 
and that $10,300,000 was earmarked for 
South Korea alone, but that even though 
this money was available many months 
befora the opening of the Korean war, 
only $200 was spent for South Korea, 
and that was spent for some baling wire. 
Not a single fact set forth under that 
heading has been or can be successfully 
contradicted. The subcommittee appar
ently feels that it was all right for Tyd
ings to falsely accuse the Republicans of 
keeping guns from South Korea, but that 
it was "disregarding simple decency and 
common honesty" to point out that the 
chairman of the powerful Senate Armed 
Services Committee failed to take a sin
gle step to make sure that the arms 
which the Senate had voted for South 
Korea were actually ever delivered. 

THE COMPOSITE PHOTOGRAPH 

The Subcommittee on Privileges and 
Elections has made much of a composite 
picture which was published in the tab
loid. 

This composite photograph, plainly 
labeled as such, combined 'photographs 
of Tydings and Communist leader Earl 
Browder, The clear intent of the com
posite photograph was to depict some
thing of the degree of collaboration be~ 
tween Tydings and Browder when the 
latter was a witness before the subcom
mittee of the Committee on Foreign Re
lations, on April 27, 1950. 

I readily agree that composite photo
graphs in general are improper and are 
to be condemned in political campaigns. 
Fortunately, in· this particular instance, 
however, the composite photograph of 
Tydings and Browder did not as a matter 
of fact misrepresent the attitude of the 
former Senator from Maryland toward 
the notorious Communist leader. For 
example, toward the end of Browder's 
testimony, Senator Tydings resorted to 
cajolery in a desperate effort to get the 
Communist leader to answer a question 
concerning the Communist Party mem
bership of John Carter Vincent and John 
Stewart Service. 

When Tydings asked Communist lead
er Earl Browder whether John Carter 

Vincent and John Stewart · Service we.re 
members of the Communist Party or not, 
the Senator from Maryland had absolute 
knowledge of what the answer would 
be-if the Communist leader obliged him 
by giving any. answer. He knew that 
the answer would be "no." 

Earlier in the questioning of Browder, 
the following exchange took place : 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not like to ask this ques
tion, Mr. Browder, but I intend to. If you 
did know of Communists in the State Depart
ment, would you tell us whether you :did or 
did not? 

Mr. BROWl>ER. If I had incid.entally known 
Communists in the State Department, I 
would not give you their names-no. 

This statement of Browder, given un
der oath, explicitly, categorically, and 
unmistakably put Senator Tydings on 
notice that the Communist leader would 
not admit that John Carter Vincent and 
John Stewart Service were members of 
the Communist Party. Tydings' ques
tion was, therefore, utterly meaning
less-except to serve what the Senator 
from Maryland called the purpose of 
this inquiry. · 

When Browder demurred, former ·sen
ator Tydings said: 

I see your point of view. I am arguing 
at the moment, but I do think you are de
feating the purpose of this inquiry in a way 
that you perhaps do not realize, if you allow 
this to be obscured, and if you felt you could 
answer, in the case of Mr. Vincent and Mr. 
Service, I would be very grateful to you. 

Browder was apparently touched by 
the moving and unprecedented plea, ad
dressed by a United States Senator to a 
Communist enemy of his country, and 
promptly acquiesced in the business of 
furthering instead of defeating the pur
pose of this inquiry by stating that John 
Carter Vincent and John Stewart Service 
were not connected directly or indirectly 
'with the Communist Party. 

Obviously pleased with the Commu
nist leader's answer, former Senator 
Tydings immediately said: 

Thank you, sir. 

The "purpose of the inquiry" as con
ceived by the former Senator from Mary
land had been advanced. So very grate
ful was he that he proceeded to adjourn 
the hearings, even going so far as to shut 
off any further · questioning of Stalin's 
long-time agent in this country by Sen
ator HICKENLOOPER. 

No ·composite photograph could ade
quately depict this exchange between 
Tydings and Browder. · 

The third objection of the subcom
mittee that "the bulk of the material in 
the tabloid related to the State Depart-

. ment employees' loyalty investigation 
conducted in.J.950 under the chairman
ship of Senator Tydings, and was con
sistently critical of his participation in 
and conduct of that investigation," is a 
correct description of the tabloid. 

In view of the subcommittee's descrip
tion of the tabloid as a whole as "dis
regarding simple honesty and common 
decency," it might be well to analyze 
each article in the tabloid, which, for 
obvious reasons, the subcommittee failed 
to do. 
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Mr.· President, the first article is en

titled "Tydings Sponsored Lattimore 
Lectures on Soviet Russia": 

· TYDINGS SPONSORED LATTIMORE LECTURES ON 
SOVIET· RUSSIA 

Washington's political circles are Ch\lck
ling over the revelation that Senator Tydings, 
who recently · attempted. to clear the State 
Department of all taint of communism, once 
sponsored Owen. Lattimore in a series of ~ec
tures on Communist Russia. 

The amazement ls caused by the fact that 
Tydings, speaking on the Senate floor July 
30, said: 

"Then we come to the case of Owen Latti
more. So far as I know I never saw Mr. 
Lattimore in my life until he came before the 
committee." 

LATTIMORE ACCUSED 
Lattimore, who was Far East consultant 

for the State Department, came into the 
picture when Senator McCARTHY charged that 
he was a top Communist spy while working 
with the Department. 

But Tydings gave Lattimore, along with all 
other persons named before his commit
tee, a clean bill. Then in defense of his 
committee report, Tydings said he didn't 
even know him. 

The records of the committee sponsoring 
the "Four Off-the-Record Evenings on Rus
sia" in Washington list Tydings and his 
wife among the patrons and patronesses of a 
series of discussions on Russia held ,in 1947. 
Mrs. Tydings is the former Eleanor Davies, 
daughter of Joseph E. Davies, former Am'
bassador to Russia and author of Miss.ion 
to Moscow. 

HISS ALSO SPONSOR 
The list of sponsors for the lectures also 

includes Alger Hiss, convicted perjurer, and 
his wife, and Justice Frankfurter and his 
wife. 

Frankfurter brought Hiss into the Govern
ment and was a defense witness for Hiss when 
an American jury found the latter guilty of 
lying when he denied he spied for Russia. 

Hiss was chairman of one of the meet
ings sponsored by Tydings when the subject 
under discussion was How Russia Does 
Business. . · 

Lattimore spoke on Some Russian··.1.'..meri· 
can Issues. 

The followinCT explanation of the lectures 
on Communist Russia appears on one of the 
programs: 

' 'Russia,· to most of us today, is simply an 
unknown. Our sincere desire to understand 
and to know the country and its people is 
generally met with prejudiced or incomplete 
information. 

"These discussions, led by men with knowl
edge and experience in Russian affairs, will 
provide facts and information on the most 
vitally important problem facing Americans 

. today-Russia." 

The truth of this is attested to by a 
program which was presented to the 
Senate entitled "Four Off-the-Record 
Evenings on Russia." It shows that Mr. 
and Mrs. Millard Tydings were sponsors 
of a talk by Owen Lattimore, Raymond 
Swing, and Harrison Salisbury, a for
mer Moscow correspondent, on Monday, 
February 17, at 8:30 to 10 p, m. The 
Photostat does not show the year, but 
I understand it was 1948. Incidentally, 
Alger Hiss presided at the third lecture 
which was sponsored by Tydings. 

The next article is entitled "Report 
Omitted Lodge Queries": 

REPORT OMITTED LoDGE QuERIES 
Senator CABOT LoDGE of Massachusetts 

on July 24, told the United States Senate 
that 35 typewritten pages covering one of 
the most important meetings held by the 

Tydings committee had been deliberately 
omitted from the record printed for public 
use and presented to the Senate by Senator 
Tydings. · 

This disclosure forced Tydings into hav
ing the 35 pa.ges specially printed and 
bound as a separate . volume known as part 
III. 

LODGE charged that the pages withheld 
from the Senate and the public· by Tydings 
"includes a long list of questions which I 
thought the subcommittee should ask but 
which the subcommittee did not ask." 

"I shall not attempt to characterize those 
methods-and the tactics of leaving out of the 
printed text parts of the testimony and 
proceedings," LODGE said. I think they speak 
for themselves." (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
volume 96, part 8, page 10813.) 

This article quotes Senator LoDGE's 
speech made on July 24, 1950, and printed 
in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 96, 
part 8, page 10813. Senator LODGE on 
that day used other and· even stronger 
language to describe Tydings' activities 
than that quoted in the tabloid. There 
were omitted from the tabloid articles 

·those portions of the omitted record 
which showed that Tydfogs refused, on 
pages 2521 and 2522 of the hearing, to 
take evidence of the Communist activi
ties and membership of Theodore Geiger, 
one of the top assistants to Paul Hoffman, 
then head of ECA. As such he was work
ing closely with the State Department. 
Said Tydings, when Counsel Morris 
pressed him to ·hear witnesses who 
claimed to have belonged to the same 
Communist cell with Geiger, "Turn it 
over to the FBI-or do something else with 
it. I would like to get a ·decision here. 
We don't want to waste this afternoon." 

The Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. LoDGEl also clearly set forth in this 
omitted section what a really foul job · 
the committee had done; and he placed 
his finger on major omissions in the 
investigation. 

In this connection, the Tydings com
mittee had the first two sections of the 
hearings packaged for mailing to those 
who requested the same and omitted en
closing -the third section which the Sen
ator from Massachusetts forced them to 
print. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con
sent to have inserted in the RECORD at 
this point . .the entire speech made by the 
Senator fron Massachusetts on that 
date. 

There being no objection, the speech 
was ordercJ to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

Mr. LODGE. Is the Senator from Michigan 
aware of the fact that in the printed copy 
of the hearings of the subcommittee on dis
loyalty, there are omitted, beginning at page 
1488, about 35 typewritten pages of the tran
script of the subcommittee meeting on 
June 28? 

Mr. FERGUSON. I have referred to it in my 
remarks on the fioor; I Just learned of it this 

.morning.-
Mr. LODGE. Is the Senator from Michigan 

aware of the fact that the part which was 
omitted includes a long list of questions 
which I thought the subcommittee should 
ask, but which the subcommittee did not 
ask? 

Mr. FERGUSON. Yes; I am informed Of that. 
I am glad the Senator from Massachusetts 
has brought that matter to the attention of 
the Senate at this time. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, will the Senator 
permit me to say that I shall not attempt 

to characterize those methods and the tactics 
of leaving out of the printed text .parts · of 
the testimony and proceedings? I shall not 
characterize such methods, because I think 
they speak for themselves. 

However, I should like to ask the Senator 
whether he would object to having printed 
at this point in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, as 
a part of his remarks, the portions of the 
subcommittee transcript which have been 
omitted from the printed text of the hear
ings. Would the Senator object to that? 

Mr. FERGUSON. No, Mr. President; I shall 
not object. I ask unanimous consent that 
the portion to which the Senator has re
ferred may be printed at this point in the 
RECORD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
Mr. McMAHON. Mr. President, objecting 

just for the present, in order to make an 
observation, if the senator will permit me, 
let me· say that I am very happy that the 
Senator is going to permit the printing of 
those pages of the testimony at this point 
in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, because in my 
opinion all the testimony which was taken 
either in executive session or in open ses
sion should be fully printed. I say to the 
Senator that apparently he holds in his hand 
or has available to him the complete record 
of every word of testimony which the sub
committee received. 

Mr. LoDGE. It is supposed to be complete, 
but I have just called attention to the fact 
that it has been very carefully edited . . 

Mr. McMAHON. No; I mean I understand 
that the Senator has 1n his hand or has avail
able to him the complete stenographic 
record. 

So far as I know, I thought the entire 
stenographic record was contained in the 
green volume of printed hearings which the 
Senator has on his desk. If the printed 
volume does not contain all the stenographic 
record, I think the part the Senator men
tions should not only be printed in the CON
GRESSIONAL· RECORD but perhaps Should also 
be printed as a record of the hearings; per
haps we could well think about having it 
printed as the record of the committee hear
ings before a large number of copies of that 
record are printed: 

Mr. LODGE. Having had this experience with 
the record, I would rather not take a chance. 
I would prefer to have the portion to which 
I have referred printed at this point in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Next, Mr. Presi
dent, is a picture of Mr. Tydings together 
with an article labeled "An Editorial." 
While perhaps Tydings' appearance 
would not instill confidence in him on 
the part of voters, he can hardly blame 
his appearance .on the Butler campaign 
committee. It might be well at this 
point to compart this tame editorial ma
terial accompanying the picture with 
some of the typical editorials written 
by outstanding newspapers throughout 
the country. For example, one from the 
Indianapolis Times entitled "Smellier 
and Smellier," one from the Cincinnati 
Enquirer entitled "Whitewash of Red 
Charges"; one from the Dallas Morning 
News entitled "Whitewash, Pitch in Odd 
Mixture"; one from the Wheeling Intel
ligencer entitled "Buckets of White
wash"; one from the Shreveport Times 
entitled "Green Lights for the Reds"; 
one from the St. Louis Globe-Democrat 
entitled "Convenient Whitewash"; one 
from the Appleton Post-Crescent entitled 
"So Here's How It Stands"; another from 
the Illinois State Journal entitled "The 
Whitewash"; another from the Arizona 
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Star entitled "Owen Lattimore Self-Re
vealed"; and another from the New York 
Journal American entitled "A Shameful 
Perf ormarice." 

I hope Senators will compare those 
editorials published in respected and 
well-known newspapers. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con
sent that the ~rtiCie headed "An Edi
torial," to which I have referred, be 
printed at this point in my remark. 

There being no objection, the article 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

AN EDITORIAL 
Senator Millard E. Tydings, running for 

reelection on the Democratic ticket, was or
dered by the United States Senate at its last 
session to investigate disloyalty in the State 
Department. He refusf-d to carry out that 
order. Here's the story: 

Tydings was given the order after Senator 
McCARTHY, of Wisconsin, told the Senate he 
had information to the effect that the State 
Department was overrun by spies and Com
munist sympathizers. McCARTHY · said he 
could give the Senate leads in a number of 
cases that the Senate could 'prove in final 
form by digging into Government files. 
And on that basis, the Senate directed its 
Foreign Relations Committee to find out who 
is-or had ever been-a disloyal State De
partment employee. Instead of carrying out 
Senate orders, Tydings, chairman of the in
quiry subcommittee, played the Truman
Pendergast line of ward-heeling politics. He 
attacked McCARTHY. He hampered the 
search of the files. He whitewashed every 
person named by McCARTHY. 

He deliberately disobeyed the order of the 
United States Senate. 

Mr. McCARTHY; Next are two .car
toons to which .I understand no one has 
taken exception. One is entitled "Pre
mature Decision," from the Chicago 
Tribune. The other is entitled "Greatest 
Show on Earth," from the Cincinnati 
Enquirer. 

The next article is one entitled "Ko
rean Money Disappeared." This article 
consists of a direct quotation from the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and deals with 
Tydings' failure as chairman of the Sen
ate Armed Services Committee, which is 
more fully discussed later. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
article to which I have just referred be 
printed in the RECORD at this point in 
my remarks. 

There being no objection, the article 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 
[From the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of Septem

ber 23, 1950] 
KOREAN MONEY DISAPPEARED--THE ADMINIS• 

TRATION'S LAP DOG? 
As chairman of the Armed Service Com

mittee, Senator Tydings should know where 
the $90,000,000,000 we spent to make this 
Nation militarily strong went. As chairman 
of that committee he should know why only 
$200 was spent to arm south Korea, out of a 
total of $85,300,000 which was appropriated 
for that purpose. As chairman of that com
mittee, he should be the powerful, vigilant 
watch dog of 152,000,000 American people
truly a great job. 

Unfortunately, the man whom the ad
ministration placed in charge of that com
mittee, instead of being a bristling, vigilant 
watch dog, is the administration's whimper
ing lap dog. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, the 
next articles are entitled "Tydings Group 
Held Up Arms" and "Tydings Committee 
Blamed For High Korean Casualties," 
which were fully discussed. 

I have already pointed out that these 
articles were in answer to a lying spree 
upon which Mr. Tydings went and 
claimed that Republicans were respon
sible for a lack of guns in Korea, even 
though he knew that Republicans and 
Democrats unanimously voted for the 
$87 ,300,000 military aid for that area, 
earmarking $10,300,000 for Korea. He 
should have been following through and 
he should have known that not one ounce 
of gunpowder, not one gun, went to Ko
rea-only $200 worth of baling wire. · 
Why the subcommittee thinks it was 
proper for Tydings to lie and improper 
for the Batler campaign committee to 
put the finger on that lie I do not know. 
Tydings apparently took ·the position 
that as chairman of the Seriate Armed 
Services Committee, he had no more 
responsibility in regard to seeing that 
·this program was carried out than that 
of the most junior Senator on the Dis
trict of Columbia Committee. 

In other words, once he voted for the 
arms aid, his job was ended. If such an 
assumption be true, then these two arti
cles are in error. Only by the most tor
tured reasoning and the most twisted and 
inaccurate concept of the duties of the 
chairman of this most powerful com
mittee could one arrive at such a con
clusion. Apparently Mr. Tydings oper
ated under this completely fallacious 
idea as to what his duties were, which is 
another reason why it is a great thing 
for this Nation that the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. BUTLER] was elected. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 
that the two newspaper articles to which 
I have just referred be printed in the 
RECORD at this point in my remarks. 

'There being-no objection, the articles 
were ordered to be printed in the RECORD. 
as follows: 

TYDINGS GROUP HELD UP ARMS 
One of the fundamental reasons for our 

early failures in the Korean War is being 
charged to the Senate Armed Services Com
mittee, headed by Senator Tydings of Mary
land. 

Last year Congress appropriated $87,300,000 
to arm the South Koreans; The money was 
authorized in two bills. One set aside 
$75,000,000 to furnish planes, tanks, anti
tank guns, rifles, and ammunition, any part 
of which could be used in Korea. The sec
ond . bill earmarked $10,300,000 for Korea 
alone. 

A check-up reveals that only $200 of this 
money was spent before the North Koreans 
attacked. It was spent for baling wire. The 
Armed Services Committee did not use its 
power to see the money was used in time to 
prevent the debacle in Korea. 

TYDINGS COMMITTEE BLAMED FOR HIGH 
KOREAN CASUALTIES 

BALTIMORE, MD.-Veteran observers are 
holding Senator Tydings, chairman of the 
Senate Armed Services Comm!ttee, to blame 
for the horrible cost of the war in Korea. It 
has been pointed out that Tydings is head of 
this Senate committee which controls the 
Department of Defense, and which failed to 
provide this country with the necessary 
equipment to protect· the soldiers, sailors, 

and marines who have been sacrificed in 
Korea. 

The long, drawn-out struggle during which 
America's proud fighting forces were overrun 
by Communists superior in numbers and 
fighting power is a national disgrace, these 
observers pointed out. 

MAC ARTHUR SAVED DAY 
Only through the masterly strategy of Gen

eral MacArthur and the last-minute organi
zation of our forces has this country been 
able to push the aggressors back across the 
38th parallel. · 

Latest figures show Maryland has paid for 
this grievous situation with a total of 343 cas
ualties. Of this number 45 have been killed; 
192 wounded, 85 are missing, 20 have been 
injured and one Maryland boy taken prisoner. 

Tydings' part in this tragedy is that he 
failed to take a determined and ·strong hand 
to back up our men who were sent over
seas to hold the line. while the State Depart
ment haggled and seesawed over the coun
try's foreign policy. 

COMMITTEE AVOIDS ISSUE 
Following the unification ~f our Armed 

Forces, a gigantic struggle for power broke 
out. The controversy rolled to high pitch in 
the House of Representatives over such ques
tions as: 

Should the Navy be reduced? Should 
funds be withheld from the Air Force? What 
should be done about furnishing the Army 
tanks and tactical aviation? And, last but 
not least, should the Marines be gobbled up 
or remain a striking force in their own right? 

During this time Tydings led his committee 
away from the raging controversy. He 
ducked any serious checkup of our defense 
res~urces. · His excuse was that he did not 
belleve the Senate should look into the mat .. 
ter as long as it was being thrashed out by 
the House. 

Result? Korea and 343 casualties for 
Ma'ryland. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President in 
connection with the question of 'the 
duties of the chairman of the Senate 
Armed Services Committee, attention is 
directed to the following quctation from 
a real "veteran observer" of things mili
tary, a news columnist whose opinions on 
things military rates high in both civil 
and military quarters, one of the out ... 
standing writers on things military
Da vid Lawrence: 

What did the Senate do? Here was the 
biggest fall down. Here is where the real 
checking should have been done, because the 
Senate is recognized as the more powerful 
and influential body of the two. The Sen
ate, however, depended on its Armed Serv
ices Committee. Th~s is headed by Senator· 
Millard Tydings of Maryland, Democrat, who . 
studiously avoided any serious checkup or 
investigation. With his colleagues he re
peatedly steered away from the controversy 
over preparedness which raged in the House 
committee last autumn. He intervened 
only .to coerce the House Armed Services 
Committee and military men generally by 
threatening, in effect, to hold up the legisla
tion providing for military pay increases 
unless the Navy and Army officers knuckled · 
under and accepted the -Tydings "unifica
tion" .Plan. Thus far this plan has served 
only to weaken the defense structure. 

such things as Senator Tydings' 
clever whitewash of Secretary of Navy 
Matthews when he pu:iished Admiral Den
feld for telling the American people the 
truth about their defenses will not be ig
nored by the Senate. The present system is 
such that unless Senator Tydings brings to 
the attention of the Senate itself problems 
related to military affairs, they do not get 
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much consideration by that body. There is 
no partnership of interest under the present . 
system and a committee chairman can 
squelch any inquiry he wishes to squelch. 

That is August 3, 1950. 
If the article in the tabloid libeled 

Mr. Tydings, then the article by this 
outstanding, unbiased, military expert 
libeled him infinitely more. 

On another day, November 20, 1950, 
David Lawrence said: 

The House committee did a splendid job, 
but Senator Tydings who dominated the 
Senate Armed Services Committee, did a 
whitewash. Will politics be laid aside now 
to ascertain how the colossal blunder in our 
strategy was made? The next of kin of 
the nearly 9,000-

And that figure now is much higher
who are gone woulcl probably like to know 
what Congress and the President will do 
about the leaders whose military judgment 
has been tried and found wanting. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Next is an article 
entitled "Senator Tydings Promised 
Probe, but Gave Whitewash Instead." 

This consists almost entirely of a 
documented chronological story of the 
hearing with the authorities clearly cited 
in the story itself. I ask unanimous co)l
sent that that news article be printed in 
the RECORD, in full. 

There being no objection, the matter 
ref erred to was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 
SENATOR 1I'YDINGS PROMISED PROBE, BUT GAVE 

WHITEWASH INSTEAI>-COMMrrrEE IGNORES 
McCARTHY'S CHARGES 

WASHINGTON, D. C.-The failure of Senator 
Tydings (Democrat) of Maryland·to carry out 
the orders of the United States Senate to 
investigate the State Department now has 
be~n proven conclusively in the CONGRES
SIONAL RECORD. 

The CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 1s the official 
report of all proceedings in the Senate and 
House of Representatives of the United 
States. 

M'CARTHY BROUGHT CHARGES 

The official history of Tydings' failure 
shows that on February 20, 1950, Senator 
JOE McCARTHY, Republican, of Wisconsin 
charged on the floor of the SenaU, that he 
had evidence indicating that Communists 
and Communist sympathizers were employed 
in the United States Government. 

He told the Senate that the Government's 
own files in the FBI, Army intelligence, Navy 
intelligence, Central Intelligence Agency, 
Secret Service, Civil Service, United States 
loyalty boards, and the State Departinent 
would bear out the charges. 

The Senate 2 days later, February 22, by a 
unanimous vote ordered its committee on 
foreign relations to make an immediate in
vestigation. 

SENATE RECOGNIZED DANGER 
The exact words of the Senate's directive 

show plainly it recognized the utter collapse 
of State Department security. 

The United States Senate order read: 
"Resolved, That the Senate Committee on 

Foreign Relations, or any duly authorized 
subcommittee th~reof, is authorized and 
directed to conduct a full and complete study 
or Investigation as to whether persons who 
are disloyal to the United States are. or have 
been employed by the Department of State." 

The Tydings whitewash committee from 
its ftrst day down to this. has never obeyed 
that order. 

PROMISES COMPLETE PROBE 
On the first day of the hearings held by 

the Tydings committee, Tydings leaned 
across the table and said to McCARTHY: · 

"You are the m·an who occasioned this 
hearing, and so far as I am concerned 1n this 
committee you · are going to get one of the 
most complete investigations ever given ln 
the history of this Republic, so far as my 
abilities will permit." 

This statement appears on page 6, part I of 
the official record of the hearings printed at 
the United States Government Printing 
Office by the Senate Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

PARTY LINE "REPORT" 
Tydings made this statement a few short 

moments after the first public session of the 
committee opened. Four months later, on 
July 17, Tydings submitted what he called a 
report on the so-called investigation. Sena
tor GREEN, Democrat, of Rhode Island, and 
Senator McMAHON, Democrat, of Connecticut 
signed the Tydings report. 

In his report, Tydings not only white
washed every person mentioned by McCarthy 
but revealed that, contrary to the direct 
orders of the Senate, he had not made any 
effort to find a single fact on his own. 

This miserable performance was con
demned by Senators HICKENLOOPER, of Iowa, 
and LODGE, of Massachusetts, two members 
of the committee who flatly refused to sign 
the Tydings report. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Next is an article 
headed "Nation's Press Blasts Tydings 
Whitewashing." No comment is neces
sary on these editorials from various 
newspapers throughout the country 
other than to say that all are easily 
available to anyone interested in look
ing them up to make sure that they were 
properly and accurately quoted in the 
tabloid. I ask unanimous consent that 
the article may be printed in the RECORD 
at this point. 

There being no objection, the article 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 
NATION'S PRESS BLASTS TYDINGS WHITEWASH.• 

ING-PROBE WAS RED HERRING FOR PARTY, 
PAPERS SAY 
Senator Tydings' handling of the investi

gation of the State Department brought a 
flood of criticism upon Congress and par
ticularly of Maryhmd's senior representative 
in the United States Senate. Here are a few 
quotations from newspapers all over the 
country: 

Cleveland Plain Dealer: "The Tydings sub
committee, by its intemperate use of lan
guage, its obvious bias and partisanship and 
its general failure to do what it was created 
to do, earned the general criticism with 
which its report was greeted in the Senate." 

Charlotte Observer: "The Democratic ma
jority, headed by Senator Tydings of Mary
land never gave much evidence that it really 
desired to dig up evidence to sustain the 
Republican's charges." 

Los Angeles Times: "Thre.e of Mr. Tru
man's loyal friends in the Senate have tied 
a red herring to the bell clapper. The three 
Democratic Senators were convenient tools. 
They put their political duty first, and that 
duty ts to uphold the Truman red herring 
doctrine." 

New York Herald Tribune: "There 1s 
plenty of heat but not much light in the 
report made by three· Senate Democrats 
criticizing the charges made by Senator Mc
CARTHY, Republican concerning Communists 
in the Government. It is most unfortunate 
that Senators Tydings. McMahon and Green. 

who signed the report. allowed the staff who 
composed it to phrase .the document in the 
language of political invective.~· 

Philadelphia Inquirer: "The ineffective 
job performed by the Tydings subcommittee 
points further to the need of better investi
gating machinery to check on the Govern
ment's loyalty program." 

New York Journal American: "The 
Tydings group, belonging to the Senate For
eign Relations Committee, has indisputable / 
jurisdiction to conduct a genuine investi
gation. So far, the subcommittee has made 
hardly a gesture in this direction." 

Philadelphia Inquirer: "The net result of 
the Administration's senseless failure to co
operate in the problem of alleged com
munism infiltration into the Government 
has been to increase suspicion and lower the 
State Department's prestige.'' 

Boston Herald: "The villain in the present 
investigation is not Senator McCARTHY. The 
villain is Senator Millard E. Tydings of 
Maryland, who has acted from the start as 
1f it were MCCARTHY who was on trial, who 
has thrown every conceivable stumbling 
block in his way and who has acted as if 
he was far more interested in protecting a 
lot of fuzzy-minded intellectuals from em
barrassment than he was in guarding the 
rights of American citizens who would rather 
be caught dead in a pig pen than 1n their 
company." 

Providence Journal: "We would like to see 
the whole matter taken out of the hands o:C 
the Tydings group and ttirned over to some 
more responsible investigating body.'' 

Detroit News: "Having earlier embraced 
and defended Lattimore, Sena.tor Tydings' 
group appears now to be bent on proving 
mainly that he is a myth-a man without 
any influence or status whatever. This 
change of line would not make sense, unless 
the committee already knows much more 
than it has yet told the public." 

New York Herald Tribune: "The Tydings 
subcommittee had proceeded with a colos
sal incompetence." 

Washington News: "As chalrman of the 
subcommittee appointed to investigate al
leged Communist influences in the State 
Department, Senator Tydings of Maryland 
has. it within his power to be of great service ,,., 
to his country. But he is muffing that op
portunity. In his eagerness to discredit Sen
ator McCARTHY, he has almost completely 
overlooked the real question at issue-the 
alleged Communist infiltration of the Gov
ernment. He ls conducting a partisan star
chamber proceeding, apparently designed to 
bury the inquiry just as soon as the white
wash brush can be applied without provok
ing undue public protests. Known as a man 
of more promise than achievement, possibly 
because of lack of industry, he has a chance 
here to add luster to his name simply by 
throwing the inquiry wide open and putting 
competent investigators at work. Instead 
he is letting it degenerate into a crude 
farce." 

Philadelphia Inquirer: "Instead of press
ing vigorously for a thorough, impartial 
sifting of the charges. both the President and 
Tydings have chosen to treat the whole affair 
as a partisan game." 

Mr. McCARTHY. Next is an editorial 
entitled "The Free State's Choice," ex
tolling the virtues of the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. BUTLER] and mildly criti
cizing Tydings in a much gentler vein 
than most of the critical editorials which 
appeared throughout the hearings. It 
is needless to point out that if there is 
anything scurrilous in this editorial then 
a great number of honest newspapers 
have libeled Tydings. 
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I ask that the editorial be printed in 

the RECORD at this point. 
There being no objection, the editorial 

was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

THE FREE STATE'S CHOICE 
One of the most important national politi

cal r aces in the country is centered today in 
the Maryland battle between JOHN MARSHALL 
BUTLER and Millard E. Tydings for a seat in 
the United States Senate. 

Tydings is fighting desperately for reelec
tion in the face of overwhelming evidence 
that he is not the man some thought he was 
when Maryland first sent him to the Senate. 
In 1938, Tydings was so independent that 
he successfully bucked the Roosevelt ma
chine wh ich had attempted to unseat him. 

Today he is known as one of the Senators 
who will "go along" with the White House 
no matter what he is asked to do. 

One of the biggest jobs he accomplished 
for the Truman-Pendergast crowd was to 
whitewash the disloyalty charges made 
against employees of the State Department. 

Another accomplishment was to hold the 
line as chairman of the Senate Armed Serv
ices Committee while the foreign policy of 
the country was being butchered. It is cer
tai11ly not to his credit that this misadven
ture in Korea has cost the State of Maryland 
more than 343 casualties, dead, wounded, 
and missing. 

Tydings is to be well paid for his change 
in loyalty from his State to the White House 
gang. It is an open secret that he will be 
given a juicy Government plum if· he is 
defeated November 7. However, Truman 
would like so very much to have Tydings 
remain in the Senate that he made a speech . 
boosting Tydings in Cumberland before the 
primary began. 
'· Truman's demand that Maryland voters 
keep Tydings on the national payroll is quite 
a change from the time when Roosevelt told 
the same voters to kick Tydings out. The 
voters didn't listen to Roosevelt. Maybe 
they won't listen to Truman. · 

1 In this campaign Tydings is faced by a 
rnan who has never been in politics before. 
JOHN MARSHALL BUTLER has· devoted his life 
up to this year to his family and to his 
privat e law practice. He is a partner in the 
firm of Venable, Baetjer, and Howard. He is 
recognized as a man of high moral character. 
• BUTLER made the decision to oppose Tyd
ings because he, like many other Maryland
ers, does not believe his State is being well 
represented by an errand boy for the selfish 
national administration. 

It is extremely encouraging to those who 
wish a change from a dynasty of deals 
directed by the "great brain" in Washington 
to see a man such as BUTLER step forward 
to do battle at the polls. 
~ It demonstrates beyond question that love 
for liberty is still strong in the minds of true 
Americans. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, next 
is an article entitled "Colleagues Say 
Senate Order Was Ignored." Inasmuch 
as this article contains direct quotations 
from the Senator from Iowa [Mr. HicK
ENLOOPER], the Senator from New York 
[Mr. IVES], the Senator from Massa
chusetts [Mr. LODGE], and the Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. FERGUSON] I ask 
unanimous consent that the entire re
marks made by them be inserted in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD at this point. 
~ The remarks made by the Senator 
from Iowa appear in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD of July 20, 1950; the remarks of 
the Senator from New York appear in 

the RECORD of July 21 , 1950; the remarks 
of the Senator from Massachusetts ap
pear in the RECORD of July 21, 1950; 
the remarks of the Senator from Mich
igan appear in the RECORD of July 24, 
1950. 

Also included are the remarks of the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. MUNDT] 
which appeared in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, volume 96, part 16, page 10814, 
the additional remarks of the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE], which 
appear~d in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
volume 96, part 16, page 10917, and the 
remarks of farmer Senator Donnell, 
which appeared in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, volume 96, part 16·, page 10957. 
I ask unanimous consent that these re
marks, which I now hand to the Official 
Reporter, he inserted in the RECORD at 
this point to show -that these Senators 
were correctly quoted in the tabloid 
articles. 

There being no objection, the news
paper article and the excerpts from the 
remarks of the Senators were ordered 
to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 
COLLEAGUES SAY SENATE ORDER WAS IG• 

NORED---TYDINGS INVESTIGATION "HOOD• 
WINKED" NATION 
Senator Tydings' colleagues in the Senate 

were so aroused .over his whitewash report 
on the State Department that debate raged 
for days in the Senate. · 

The following are statements, taken from 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, the official report 
on the proceedings of the United States Con
gress. 

Senator HICKENLOOPER, Iowa: 
"Practically no effort was made to under

take an investigation of disloyalty in the 
State Department as the committee was 
char_ged to do by the Senate resolution. The 
Senate resolution did not direct the com
mittee to prosecute or persecute, to malign, 
condone, or condemn the Senator from Wis
consin. It directed the committee to ex
amine loyalty in the State Department and 
that has not been done." 

DISREGARDED SENATE 
Senator IvEs, New York: · 
"So there may be some who feel that if 

a fraud and a hoax have been perpetrated on 
the Senate of the United States and the 
American people, such perpetration is evi
dent in the apparently deliberate action of 
the subcommittee in disregarding the. will 
of the Senate, as expressed in the debate on 
February 21, and in Senate.Resolutio·'. 231, as 
finally adopted by the Senate. 

"The tone of the report and yesterday's 
presentation by the chairman of the sub
committee, Mr. Tydings, show beyond ques
tion that the subcommittee's investigation 
has been aimed primarily and exclusively 
at the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Mc
CARTHY].'' 

HOODWINKING NATION 
Senator LODGE, Massachusetts: 
"I think they should have gone into the 

whole question of foreign penetration, I will 
say to my good friend from New Mexico, that 
the committee definitely did not do that. To 
create the impression before the country 
that we have considered the whole question 
of foreign penetration, to use a not very kind 
expression-but it is true nevertheless
would be an attempt to hoodwink the 
country." 

Senator FERGUSON, Michigan: 
"The tactics represented by this report 

came dangerously close to emulating the 

internal propaganda tricks of totalitarian 
states. Its intemperate language resembles 
that which we might expect from Fascists, 
like Goebbels, or from the Communist, 
Vishinsky. Its attacks upon Senators in
stead of investigating charges are the same 
turning upside down of the truth that en
ables communism to make the absurd claim 
that the United States is the aggressor in 
Korea and that South Korea committed an 
act of aggression upon North Korea." 

M;. MUNDT. In view of the very extraor
dinary manner in which the so-called com
mittee report h as been given to the Senate, 
by virtue of the fact that in the original 
instance it was labeled a "subcommittee re
port,'' and that, after the Committ ee on 
Foreign Relations had disavowed paternity . 
of the report, it was finally printed, and in 
the process of printing the jacket was 
changed from "subcommittee report" to in
dicate that it .was a report of the full com
mittee; further, in view of the fact that 
what purports to be the complete hearings 
of the committee has been deleted, censored, 
and chopped up, in conformity with the evi
dence presented by the Senator from Massa
chusetts; arid in view of the further fact 
that the chairman of the committee himself 
has spoken on the floor of the Senate, saying 
he did not know there W<ire in the report 
some of the things which actually were found 
in the report, I wonder whether the Senator 
from Michigan will agree with the Senator 
from South Dakota that this whole business 
of a report and a censored set of hearings 
comes very close to being a hoax and a fraud, 
to use the words of the original report. 
(CONGREtSIONAL RECORD, vol. 96, pt. 16, p. 
10814.) 

Mr. LoriGE. I may say that Mr. Morris, the 
assistant counsel, appointed on behalf of the 
minority, was not allowed to cross-examine 
either Mr. Field or Mr. Browder or Mr. Latti
more, which I thought was a very great pity, 
I may say to the Senator from Arizona, be
cause it would have increased very much the 
amount of confidence in the committee's 
findings. The public could feel that the 
witnesses had been questioned from all view
points, and I think it is a great shame that 
that did not happen. Obviously, Members 
of the Senate who have their duties to at
tend to on the floor and in other places can-

. not possibly undertake to handle the enor
mous amount of detail that comes into a 
work of this kind. They have to be able to 
work through counsel. One of the serious 
handicaps in the whole procedure was the 
fact that not only was the minority counsel 
not allowed to cross-examine witnesses, but 
we were denied the use of the committee 
staff, our own personal staff, and the tech
nical assistance of the FBI. (CONGRESSIONAL 

. RECORD, vol. 96, pt. 16, p. 10917.) 

Mr. DONNELL. • It seems to me 
that what happened was, just as the Senator 
from Texas in his press conference indicates, 
that the document was received by the com·
mittee and he was instructed to transmit it 
to the Senate. That, to my mind, does not 
constitute the adoption, the thoughtful, the 
careful deliberation that should always char
acterize the adoption of a report by a great 
committee such as the Committee on For
eign Relations, dealing with a subject of such 
vital moment as this subject which was com
mitted to it and, through it, to its subcom
mittee. Certainly the Committee on For
eign Relations could not be expected to come 
togeth er and, without readir..g the report, 
with only a short consideration of it, with
out proper deliberation, adopt it. ( CONGRES
SIONAL RECORD, vol. 96, pt. 16, p. 10957.) 
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Mr. McCARTHY. Next, Mr. Presi
dent, are fillers entitled "United States 
Spends Millions on Senseless Books"; 
"Government Using Butter for Soap"; 
"State Department Mute on Red-Held 
United States Ships"; "Color Scheme"; 
and "Expensive Failures." None of these 
articles requires comment. Mr. Tydings 
is not referred to either directly or in
directly in any of these articles. They 
are ref erred to as "fillers" in newspapers. 
I ask. unanimous consent that they be 
printed in the RECORD at this point. 

~- There being no obj"ection, the matters 
I referred to were ordered to be printed in 
i the RECORD, as follows: _ 
UNITED STATES SPENDS MILLIONS ON SENSELESS 

\ 
BOOKS 

The Federal Government ls the world's 
No. 1 publisher. Its printing costs amount 
to more than $55,000,000 annually. It prints 
and distributes such masterpieces as Inter
action of Sex, Shape, and Height Genes in 
Watermelons, Mist-netting for Birds in 
Japan, and Habit, Food, and Economic 
Status of the Bandtailed Pigeon. 

GOVERNMENT USING BU'ITER FOR SOAP 
The suggestion has been made to convert 

the Department of Agriculture's 175,000,000 
pounds of surplus butter into soap to clean 
up administration scandals that the white
wash failed to hide. 

STATE DEPARTMENT MUTE ON RED-HELD UNITED 
STATES SHIPS 

1 The State Department recently reported 
that the Soviet still retains 459 of the 585 
United States naval craft that our Govern
ment sent to them in the last war. They 
also have failed to return 84 of the 96 mer
chant ships loaned them during the war. 

1 A demand for return of only 217 of the naval 
1

1 

craft has been made, but not for any of the 
merchant ships. Asked-How come? the 

. State Department stands mute, in fact dumb. 

COLOR SCHEME 
Administration red hearings and white

washes are making the voters blue. 

such examination as claimed by Tydings 
had ever been made. 

Certainly the article points out a dis
honest thing on the part of Tydings, a 
deliberate attempt to whitewash, but 
those were his actions, and all we did, 
Mr. President, was to disclose them. I 
am sure that no one will claim that J. 
Edgar Hoover in his letter, which we 
are having inserted in the RECORD, was 
lying about Mr. Tydings. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con
sent that the article and the other mat
ters to which I have just referred be 
printed in the RECORD at this point. 
I may say, for the convenience of the 
reporter, that photographs of the state
ments of the State Department em
ployees are presented and the typewrit
ten copy of the statements also, because 
some of the penmanship is not too good. 

There being no objection, the matters 
ref erred to were ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD, as follows; 
FBI INVESTIGATED TYDINGS ON STATE DEPART• 

MENT FILES-FOUR EMPLOYEES ADMIT TAK
ING LOYALTY MATTER, BUT MARYLAND SENA
TOR REFUSES To HEAR THEM 
J. Edgar Hoover, the country's top sleuth, 

had to be called in during the Senate in
vestigation of communism in the State De
partment to solve a big mystery-whether or 
not the chairman of the committee, Senator 
Tydings, was telling the truth. 

When Senator JoE McCARTHY first told the 
Senate he believed the State Department 
was heavily infiltrated with Communists 
and Communist sympathizers, he frankly 
admitted that he alone could not give the 
Senate all the evidence necessary to clean 
up the mess. He told the Senate it would 
have to delve into files prepared by eight 
governmental investigative agencies over a 
long period of years at great cost to the 
taxpayers. 

STATE FILES INCOMPLETE 
McCARTHY told the Senate the State De

partment's loose-leaf files would not be 
en9ugh-that in order to have a complete 
honest investigation it would be necessary 
to look at all of the Government files on 
these individuals-files from the Central In-

EXPENSIVE FAILURES telligence Agency, the FBI, Army Intelli-
. In the fiscal years 1946 through 1950, the gence, Navy Intelligence, Secret Service, 
administration spent $95,650,000,000 on na- Civil Service, United States Loyalty Boards, 

1 tional defense, yet was almost wholly un- as well as the State Department. 
prepared to fight a "police action" in Korea. At first, the committee headed by Senator 

Tydings appeared reluctant to look into any 
I Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, next of these files. Then Tydings asked his boss. 
is an article entitled "FBI Investigated President Truman, if he could look at the 
Tydings on Otate Department Files." files of the 81 cases cited by McCARTHY. 
Then follows the subhead "Four em- Tydings first reported that Truman would 
ployees admit taking loyalty matter, turn· over the files. Then he said he didn't 

know whether he could get them or not. 
but Maryland Senator refuses to hear Then Tydings said the committee would be 
them." allowed to look at only those parts of the 

In this connection, Mr. President. To files that were tn the State Department's 
show that this is absolutely accurate. own loose-leaf filing system and would not 
Mr. President, I ask that the following be allowed to look at any of the files on the 
be inserted in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD individuals from any of the seven Govern-
at this point: ment investigative agencies. 

First. Statements of four present and TYDINGS MADE CONDITIONS 
former State Department employees What was more, Tydings announced cer-
whose task it was to rape the files. tain conditions under which the Senators 

Second. Press stories from the New could look at these loose-leaf State Depart-
ment files: 

York Herald Tribune and the New York (1) They would have to look at them at 
Times quoting Mr. Tydings to the effect the White House behind locked and guarded 
that the FBI had examined the files doors; (2) no staff member would accompany 
and found them complete. or assist the committee members; and (3) no 

Third. Copy of letter from Senator pencil notes could be taken. 
McCARTHY to J. Edgar Hoover inquir- Previously, McCARTHY had told the com
ing as to whether such an examination mittee repeatedly that State Department 

loose-leaf files would be of no benefit be-
of the files had been made. ' cause certain FBI material and reports of 

Fourth. Letter from J. Edgar Hoover other Government investigators had been 
to Senator McCARTHY stating that no removed. McCARTHY even gave Tydings 

signed and witnessed st~tements of four 
State Department employees who had 
worked on the job of removing and destroy
ing everything in department files which 
showed employees were either Communists 
or sex perverts. 

FOUR SIGN STATEMENTS 
Following is an excerpt from one of the 

four statements. It is signed by P.aUl E. 
Sullivan: 

"As per instructions I received, all of the 
clerks on this project were to pull out of the 
files all matters considered derogatory either 
mora~ly or politically. The project was very 
confused but I and the other clerks pulled 
out of each personnel file any material 
which could be considered derogatory. This 
material was removed and some was thrown 
in waste baskets by us and some was thrown 
in a cardboard box. I do not . recall details 
of each personnel file I examined, but the 
material I pulled out of the files pertained 
to either the morals of the person or in some 
way reflected on his or her loyalty." 

Tydings denied that the files had been 
tampered with-in spite of these signed 
statements. He refus_ed to call Paul Sullivan 
or any of the four who stated they were 
willing to testify under oath that they them
selves had destroyed material in State De
partment files. He announced he was call
ing on the Department of Justice to tell 
him whether the files had been stripped or 
tampered with. 

On June 21, Tydings told newspaper re
porters that "a special inquiry by the FBI 
has established as false McCARTHY'S accusa
tions that the files had been raped, skeleton
ized, or tampered with in any way." 

The matter would have ended there had 
not McCARTHY decided to ask J. Edgar 
Hoover, the boss of the FBI, about this. 
Mr. Hoover in the straightforward manner 
which had made his word as good as gold 
throughout the Nation, replied on July 10 
this was not true that the FBI had not 
made an inquiry into the files during the 
time the committee was looking at the files 
such as Tydings boasted . 

"The Federal Bureau of Investigation has 
made no such examination," G-Man Hoover 
wrote McCARTHY, "and therefore ls not in a 
position to make any statement concerning 
the completeness or incompleteness of the 
State Department files." 

CONTRADICTED BY HOOVER 
Hoover's statement, the direct opposite. of 

Tydings', was taken to the :floor of the Sen
ate and presented so all the country could 
see. 

Had it not been for J. Edgar Hoover's 
frank and honest report to McCARTHY the 
truth never would have been known. 

Following Hoover's letter Tydings made 
another effort to clean up the mess: 

1. Peyton Ford, the President's appointee 
in the Department of Justice, obtained 
from the FBI copies of all FBI material pre
viously sent to the State Department which 
should have been in the files. This was 
proved by a letter from Ford to Tydings 
dated July 17 which Tydings refused to show 
the press or put in the RECORD. A copy of 
this letter was obtained by Senator Mc
CARTHY and given to the Washington press. 

2. Nearly a month .later, July 20, after 
there was ample time to insert this material 
in the files and after the committee had 
said its task was completed and returned 
the files to the State Department, the At
torney General ordered the FBI to examine 
the files, to determine whether the material 
which it had sent to Ford June 16, 1!)50, was 
now in the State Department files. 

3. The letter from Hoover dated Septem
ber 8-long after the "investigation" had 
ended-states that the files, as examined by 
them, not during any of the time that the 
committee was allegedly looking at the files 
but long thereafter, were then complete. 
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I, Burney Threadgill, Jr., make this state
ment without any promises whatsoever. I 
make this statement in order to tell the 
truth. 

In the fall of 1946 I contacted a Mr. Hol
combe, who was personnel placement officer 
for the State Department, at the Walker
Johnson Building. He advised me · that he 
would hire me only as a temporary clerk on 
a file project of the State Department files. 
I started working in the State Department 
files at the Walker-Johnson Building around 
November 1, 1946. I worked for about 6 
weeks on this file project. My duties were to 
take the file which contained the qualifica
tions of the State Department employees, 
background forms, and administrative pro
motions, and type this information on . a 
card for that employee. The files were 
brought to me and placed on my desk. 

This project was being performed appar
ently on some sort of deadline date, because 
George Copp, who was supervisor over the 
clerks on this project, was often telling me 
and the others that we had to .. get the job 
done and that it had already passed the 
deadline and that he had arranged to extend 
the deadline and that if we did not meet the 
new deadline it would reflect on his efficiency. 

I do not know or recall what the other 
clerks were doing with the files before I 
received them, because I was at a desk and 
had the files brought to me where I typed 
the contents on a card as I previously stated 
in this statement. I do recall that the files 
brought to me contained the original appli
cation, administrative forms, such as Ram
speck promotions and transfers. I also re
call that some very few contained investiga
tive reports. 

This project was very confused, hurried, 
and very little supervision of the clerks. I 
recall talking to one of the other clerks-I 
can't recall his name at this time-when he 
told me that he knew some of the employees 
of the State Department had come to the 
files and removed the derogatory material · 
which was in the file on themselves. 

~ I was located in an office where I did not 
see or have reason to go into the big room 

fwhere the files were. The following is a plan 
' where I was located: 
l [Diagram.] 
J I have read this statement of three pages 
and it is true. 

BURNEY THREA,DGILL, Jr. 

JULY 6, 1950. 
The following information is given by me 

freely and voluntarily without any promises 
whatsoever. I furnish this information be
cause it is the truth and I feel it is my pa
triotic duty to furnish the facts as I ex
perienced them. 

I am living at 1902 North Fifteenth Street, 
Arlington, Va., at the present time. 

In August 1946 I was released from the 
United States Navy in California. I came to 
Washington, D. C., and while in Washing
ton, I was looking for a job. I went into 
the Walker-Johnson Building of State De
partment at Eigh~eenth and New York Ave
nue NW. I talked to a fellow in the State 
Department by the name of Holcombe. I 
got a temporary clerical job in the tiles at 
the Walker-Johnson Building. These files 
were the departmental personnel files lo
cated in the Walker-Johnson Building. I 
started work on these files in September 
1946. When I reported for duty I was told 
that I would be working on · a project on 
these files. This project had been going on 
for some time before I started. There were 
at least eight persons who were working on 
this project. 

I was not formally and · specifically in .. 
structed as to what the purpose of the proj
ect was, but from what I was instructed by 
the other clerks, I and the other clerks were 
to go through each personnel ·file and pull 

out all derogatory material from the file. In 
addition to the usual personnel forms, the 
files contained all kinds of letters, reports, 
memorandum concerning the individual per
son. As per instructions I received, all of 
the clerks on this project were to pull out 
of the files all matters considered deroga-
tory either mor'ally or politically. · 

The project was very confused but I and 
the other clerks pulled out of each personnel 
file any material which could be considered 
derogatory. This material was removed and 
some was thrown in wastebaskets by us and 
some was thrown in a cardboard box. I 
don't know what happened to the deroga
tory material we pulled out from the files, 
but I do know of my own knowledge that a 
good lot of it was destroyed. 

I do not recall details of each personnel 
file I examined, but the material I pulled 
out of the files pertained to either the morals 
of the r ::rson or in some way reflected on his 
or her loyalty. I recall one thick report on 
one State Department employee who was 
accused of being a photographer and a mem

. ber of some subversive organization which 
published some sort of news report. This 
was removed from the file ·and disposed of. 
I worked from September till the end of 
December 1946, working on this file project 
pulling out and disposing of the derogatory 
material as per my understanding given me. 

I left on December 31, 1946, and this proj
ect on the personnel files was still :riot fin
ished, but my temporary appointment ran 
out and my employment with the State De
partment ended. 

I can't recall who the official in charge of 
these files was. I met him only a very few 
times, but I could easily recognize him if 
I saw him. 

I have read this statement of three pages 
and the facts are true to the best of my 
knowledge and belief. 

PAUL E. SULLIVAN. 
Witnessed: 

DONALD A. SURINE. 

JULY 7, 1950. 
The following is information I am giving 

freely and voluntarily without any promises 
whatsoever. I furnish this information be
cause it is the truth. 

"In August 1946 I started working as a 
clerlc in the State Department at the Walker
Johnson Building at Eighteenth and New 
York Avenue NW., Washington, D. C. I was 
assigned to a project with other clerks on the 
State Department personnel files. We all 
were instructed to remove all derogatory ma
terial from the personnel files and we were 
instructed to dispose of this material. The 
derogatory material consisted of. letters, 
memorandum which reflected on the em
ployee. 

"I can't remember any specific file because 
we all worked on so many files. But we 
worked on this project from August till the 
end of December 1946. All of the derogatory 
material in the files was destroyed or thrown 
away. I can't recall what reason was given 
to me and the other clerks as to why the 
derogatory material was being pulled out of 
the file and destroyed. 

"I am furnishing this statement only in 
strictest confide.rce and furnish it for the 
purpose of information only, being assured 
that no publicity will be given to me on 
furnishing this statement. I have read this 
statement of two pages and the facts are 
true." 

JULY ll, 1950. 
I, Francis Eugene O'Brien, age 25, make 

this statement. No promises have been 
made to me to furnish this statement. If 
called upon I am willing to relate the facts 
in this statement. 

I reside at 1709 North Roosevelt Street in 
Arlington, Va., near Falls Church, Va. In 
August 1946 I went into the Walker-Johnson 

Building of the State Department at New 
York Avenue and Eighteenth Street. I filled 
out an application form and started working 
a couple of days later on August 15, in the 
State Department personnel files. My em
ployment was only temporary for the dura
tion of a file project. 

I and the other clerks received instructions 
orally and by a form paper that we were to 
go .through all the State Department per
sonnel files and remove all papers, letters, 
memorandum, and reports except adminis
trative forms containing the employee's ap
plication, background information, and Ram
speck raises and administrative forms of that 
nature. We worked on this project remov.ing 
the papers from the files until December 31, 
1946. After all of the papers were removed 
from the files, they were thrown into waste
baskets and cardboard boxes. The remaining 
administrative papers I have described, re
mained in the files and the files were taken 
to adjoining offices next to the big file room 
where the information left in the file was 
typed on a card. I can't recall now any speci
fic case but I do know that all papers, reports, 
memorandum which reflected on the State 
Department employee was removed from the 
file and disposed of in wastebaskets and boxes 
except the papers I have described. I did not 
actually take part in destroying the papers 
but after we threw the papers in the baskets 
and boxes, the next day the room was cleared 
up and I presume the charwomen took care 
of emptying the baskets and boxes. I do not 
recall being told why we were stripping the 
files of all material except the administrative 
forms. George Copp was the supervisor in 
charge of myself and the other clerks on this 
project. I recall at first George Copp stated 
we had to complete this project in 3 months. 
I don't see how he could possibly have esti
mated such a short time, but finally he told 
us that he had to extend the deadline till the 
end of December 1946. George Copp was 
always telling us to hurry and get the job 
done otherwise he would be made the "goat." 
He said this so many times that we nick
namea him "the goat." 

I left in the State Department in December 
1946 because my temporary assignment as 
clerk was finished. 

I have read this statement of three pages 
and it is true. 

Signed, 
FRANCIS EUGENE O'BRIEN. 

[From the New York Herald-Tribune of 
June 22, 1950) 

TYDINGS ASSERTS FBI CLEARED STATE DEPART• 
MENT FILES-SAYS CHECK-UP SHOWED No 
LOYALTY DATA TAMPERING AS CHARGED BY 
McCARTHY. 

(By Raymond J. Blair) 
WASHI~GTON, June 21.-A check by the 

FBI has failed to substantiate Senator 
JOSEPH R. McCARTHY'S charge that 81 State 
Department loyalty files have been "raped" to 
eliminate damaging evidence, Senator Mil
lard E. Tydings, Democrat, of Maryland, said 
today. 

Se:qator Tydings is chairman of the Senate 
Foreign Relations subcommittee investi
gating charges by Senator McCARTHY, Re
publican, of Wisconsin, of communism in 
the State Department. The loyalty records 
were made available to the Tydings sub
committee ' May 4, by President Truman. 
Senator McCARTHY recently charged they 
had been "raped, skeletonized, or tampered 
with" so that they did not contain all of 
the relevant material. 

Senator Tydings told reporters that upon 
hearing Senator McCARTHY'S charge, he 
asked the Justice Department to investigate. 
Today he received the Department's report, 
he said, in a letter from Peyton Ford, assist
ant to Attorney General J. Howard McGrath. 

The report said, Senator Tydings· stated, 
that a study by FBI agents had shown the 



10328 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE AUGUST 20 
files were "intact" and that all FBI ma
terial on the 81 individuals involved, whom 
Senator McCARTHY has accused of Com
munist leanings, was included. 

, Senator Tydings also said that study of 
, the files would be completed by the subcom
, mittee Sunday night. It was not clear, 
however, whether this program was accept
able to all subcommitte members. 

[From the New York Times of June 22) 
M'CARTHY Is HELD REFUTED ON FILES-

TYDINGS SAYS FBI REPORTS DOSSIERS NOT 
TAMPERED WITH-GROUP To END EXAMINA• 
TION 

(By William S. White) 
WASHINGTON, June 21.-Senate investiga

tors will close on Sunday night their 2-
month examination of 81 confidential State 
Department loyalty files and will return 
them at once to the administration. 

This was disclosed today by Senator Mil
lard E-. Tydings, Democrat of Maryland, chair
man of the Senate Foreign Relations sub
committee that has been intermittently 
reading the dossiers in the White House in 
its investigation of Senator JOSEPH Mc
CARTHY'S charges of communism in the 
State Department. 

At the same time, Mr. Tydings asserted 
that a special inquiry by the Federal Bureau 
of Investigation had established as false Mr. 
McCARTHY'S accusations that the files had 
been "raped" before being turned over to 
the subcommittee. 

A letter just received from Peyton Ford, 
First Assistant Attorney General, stated, 
Senator Tydings added, that a special in
quiry made by the Federal Bureau of Inves
tigation produced the following results: 

"That the files are intact, that they have 
not been 'raped, skeletonized, or tampered 
with' in any way and that the material 
turned over to the State Department by the 
FBI is still in the files ." 

"Thus," Mr. Tydings added, "the Mc
Carthy charges are not sustained .by the 
facts." He declared himself unable to give 
out the text of Mr. Ford's letter because it 
would disclose the names of some of the per
sons whose files were under study. 

J:UNE 27, 1950. 
Mr. J. EDGAR HOOVER, 

Director, Federal Bureau of Investiga
tion, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR MR. HOOVER: Some time ago it was 
publicly announced via a letter from Mr. 
Peyton Ford, Assistant United States Attor
ney General, that (1) the FBI had examined 
the 81 State Department loyalty files which 
the members of the Tydings committee have 
been scrutinizing; and (2) that this exami
nation by the FBI disclosed that the files 
were complete and that nothing had been 
removed therefrom. 

Last night Fulton Lewis, Jr., in a radio 
program, stated that this was not true; that 
the FBI had not made an examination of 
the files in question. 

I would, therefore, greatly appreciate 
knowing whether or not the FBI actually 
has conducted any type of examination of 
the files in question and, if so, whether your 
Department has actually found the files to 
be complete with nothing having been re
moved therefrom. 

I very much dislike doing anythin~ which 
may even remotely involve the FBI in what 
has been developing into a rather un
pleasant situation insofar as the present 
loyalty investigation is concerned. How
ever, I very strongly feel there has been too 
much of an att empt on the part of some to 
·hide behind the very excellent and well
earned reputation of the FBI. For that rea
son, I believe the request for this informa
tion is a reasonable one. 

Sin cerely you rs, 
JoE McCARTHY. 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION, 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 

Washington, D. C., July 10, 1950. 
Hon. JOSEPH R. McCARTHY, 

United States Senate, 
Washington; D. C. 

MY DEAR SENATOR: I have received your 
letter dated June 27, 1950, inquiring 
whether this Bureau has examined the 81 
loyalty files which the members of the 
Tydings Committee have been scrutinizing 
and whether such an examination by the 
FBI has disclosed that the files are com
plete and that nothing has been removed 
therefrom. 

The Federal Bureau of Investigation has 
made no such examination and therefore is 
not in a position to make any ·statement 
concerning the completeness or incomplete
ness of the State Department files. 

For your information, t he Federal Bureau 
of Investigation furnished Mr. Ford, at his 
request, a record of an loyalty material 
furnished the State Department in the 81 
cases referred to. For your further infor
mation, I am enclosing a copy of Mr. Ford's 
letter to Senator Tydings which I have se
cured from the Attorney General. 

Sincerely yours, 
J. EDGAR Hoovira. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, next 
is .an article entitled "Senator Tydings' 
Whitewashing Splashes Party." This is 
merely a news story, the correctness of 
which has not been questioned, a.nd 
cannot be questioned. I ask unani
mous consent that it may be printed 
in the RECORD at this point. 

There being no objection, the article 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 
SENATOR TYDINGS' WHITEWASHING SPLASHES 

PARTY 
BALTIMORE, Mo.-Reports have reached 

here that Senator Tydings' whitewash of 
the charges of communism in the State 
Department is hurting Democratic candi
dates in other States. 

Mike Kenney, veteran Democrat boss in 
St. Louis, says that it isn't bad enough that 
the Kefauver committee is stirring up the 
gangster and gambling fraternity just be
fore election, but that Tydings ·failed to find 
anything wrong with anyone named by Sen
ator McCARTHY even though many are known 
fellow travelers and Communist sympa
thizers. One of those named by McCARTHY 
was William Remington, who was "cleared" 
by Tydings but indicted by a Federal grand 
jury- which took the evidence that Tydinga 
refused to hear. Remington was indicted 
by the grand jury for perjury in connection 
with his Communist activities. 

Kenney says it makes it very hard for a 
ward boss to deliver votes when the big 
shots of the party in Washington gum up 
the works. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Next is merely a 
picture of Lattimore and his traveling 
companions at Communist headquarters 
at Yenan, China. · The descriptive lan
guage under the picture is as fallows: 

Principal figure in the whitewash probe 
by the Tydings committee was Owen Latti
more (right). With Lattimore in this picture, 
taken at Chinese Communist headquarters, 
are (left to right) T. A.· Bisson, later pamed 
before Congress as a - Communist; an uni
dentified Chinese woman; Philip Jaffe, since 
convicted of stealing Government docu
ments, and Agnes Smedley, named by Gen
ei:al MacArthur's intelligence section as a 
Communist spy. Lattimore is a member o! 
the faculty at Johns Hopkins University. 

Next, Mr. President, is an article· en
titled "Tydings Losing Maryland Sup
porters." This article is self-explana-_. 

tory, and I believe Mr. Tydings will not 
question it in view of the election returns. 

·I ask unanimous consent that the article 
may be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the article 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

TYDINGS LOSING MARYLAND SUPPORTERS 
An analysis of Maryland's Democratic pri

m ary votes demonstrat es Millard Tydings is 
losing ground fast in the favor of his own 
party. 

In the Senate race Tydings received 174,143 
votes. His opponents received 79,084. The 
total vote cast was 253,2'.:?7. 

In the governor's r ace Lane received 173,-
769. His opponents received 205,307 votes 
or a t otal vote cast in the governor's race of 
379,076. 

These figures show t)1at 126,849 Mary
landers who voted · in the governor's race 
failed to vote in the Senate race, the largest 
protest against a candidate ever recorded in 
a Maryland primary. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, the 
next article is entitled "Tydings Has De
f ended Acheson Since 1933." If anyone 
questions the truth of the quote, they 
may ref er tu the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
volume 77, part 4, page 3484. I .ask 
unanimous consent that the article may 
be printed in the RECORD, at this point. 
. There being no objection, the article 

was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 
TYDINGS HAS DEFENDED ACHESON SINCE 1933 

In 1933 when Acheson's appointment to 
the Treasury ·Department was under heavy 
attack in the Senate. Tydings boasted on the 
floor of the Senate, that the man who is now 
Secretary of State had represented Commu
nist interests in law cases. (CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, vol. 77, pt. 4, p. 3484.) 

"I believe you gentlemen will find," Tyd
ings said to the Senate committee studying 
the Acheson appointment, "that he will be a 
pleasant surprise in the office." 

Mr. McCARTHY . . Mr. President, the 
next article is entitled "'New Deal In
vited North Korean Invasion." There is 
hardly any necessity for comment on 
this article as Mr. Acheson on several 
occasions made public statements to the 
effect that South Korea was not within 
our defense perimeter. An example is 
Acheson's speech on January 12, 1950, 
before the National Press Club in Wash
ington, at which time he said: 

Our defense perimeter runs along the 
Aleutians to J apan and then goes to t h e 
Ryukyus. 

This policy statement by Acheson ob
viously ruled out any defense of Korea 
or Formosa-both lying above that 
perimeter. The correctness of that can
not very well be questioned. I ask unan
imous consent that the article be printed 
in the RECORD, at this point. 

There being no objection, the article 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 
NEW DEAL INVITED NORTH KOREAN INVASION 

The New Deal denied the strategic value 
of Korea and Formosa in January 1950, giv
ing notice to the Communists that this 
administration did not consider those areas 
within our line of defense. The notice gave 
the Communists a "green light" to invasion, 
and ignored a Republican demand to pro
tect· the integrity of Formosa .. 

Mr. McCARTHY. The next is some 
filler entitled "Lincoln's Warning." It 



I 

1951 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE 10329 
is a direct quotation from Abraham Lin
coln, and I do not believe that would be 
one of the things which the committee 
would consider scurrilous. The quota
tion is as follows: 

If this Nation is ever · destroyed it will be 
not from without, but from within. 

The last page consists of nine pictures, 
with descriptive captions under each of 
them. The first is a picture of Owen 
Lattimore. Underneath it is pointed out 
that he admitted that he used the Soviet 
diplomatic pouch to send correspondence 
to Moscow, and that he was named as a 
Communist by Louis Budenz. If anyone 
questions this, he need merely look at 
the Tydings committee hearings. Per
haps it should be noted that since then 
the witnesses whom Tydings refused to 
call last year are now being called. One 
of them, as the Senate knows, was 
Alexander Barmin, a general in Russian 
Military Intelligence for 14 years. We 
begged Tydings to call him last year. He 
refused. This year the McCarran com
mittee called him, and· Barmin testified 
that Owen Lattimore was one of their 
men, one of Russia's Intelligence men. 

Likewise, some of the letters which 
have been picked up on the Lee farm in 
Massachusetts, which Tydings could 
have had last year if the committee 
had wanted them, shed a bit of light on 
Lattimore. There is one, for example, in 
which he says that the best solution in 
Korea is to turn it over to Communist 
Russia. In another he says, although 
I cannot quote him verbatim, in effect, 
that the Institute of Pacific Relations 
should follow the Communist Party line 
in China, but should not use their slo
gans. He advises following Russia's 
international policy in that letter also. 

The next is a picture of Jessup. The 
RECORD is rather complete, from evidence 
presented on the floor of the · Senate by 
the junior Senator from Wisconsin, and 
evidence presented to the committee. 
While the descriptive language beneath 
the picture merely indicates that he 
headed a publication heavily supported 
by Communist money, and that he was 
affiliated with five Communist fronts, 
his actual record as proved is much 
worse. For example, while he was the 
head of the I. P.R. publication it spear
headed the Communist propaganda line 
on China. Also, in 1946 Jessup peti
tioned that we cease manufacturing 
atomic bombs, and that our atomic bomb 
material as produced be dumped in the 
ocean. 

Mr. Jessup also wrote the press release 
for the self-proclaimed Communist, 
Frederick Field, a press release describ
ing a Communist organization which 
Field in the same complimentary terms, 
almost word for word, as it was described 
in the Communist Daily Worker. Again, 
if that is claimed to be scurrilous-and 
I say that it would be if it were not 
true-it is all true, and the photostats 
which have been presented prove every 
word of it. 

The next is a picture of John Service. 
It is unnecessary to comment on this ma
terial, in that the truthfulness of this, 
as well as the material under Haldore 
Hanson's picture and that of Gustavo 
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Duran and the United States Marines is 
questioned by no ·one. 

The statement under William Reming
ton's picture that the Tydings' commit
tee ordered him kept on the Commerce 
Department's payroll is incorrect. It 
was the President's loyalty board', 
headed by Seth Richardson, law part
ner of Tydings' father-in-law, Joseph 
Davies, of Mission-to-Moscow fame, 
which ordered Remington reinstated 
after he had been discharged, when it 
was shown by £worn testimony that he 
was a part of Elizabeth Bentley's spy 
ring. 

Senator Tydings, in- his statement be
fore the committee, claimed that be
cause Mr. Remington was not on the 
State Department payroll he had rio rea
son for accepting evidence and investi
gating the Remington case. He said, 
"That is why we refused the evidence on 
Remington." This is untrue. Let me 
read from the last paragraph of the res
olution adopted unanimously by the Sen
ate and reproduced on page 1 of part 1 
of the Tydings' committee hearings: 

In the conduct of this study and investi
gation, the committee is directed to secure 
by subpena and examine the complete loy
alty and employment file and records of all 
the Government employees in the Depart
ment of State, and such other agencies 
against whom charges have been heard. 

Incidentally, while Remington was on 
the · Commerce Department payroll, he 
was working closely with the State De" 
partment. The language of the reso
lution is: 

All the Government employees in the De
partment of State, and such other agencies 
against whom charges have been heard. 

I suggest that if Mr. Tydings had taken 
the time to read the resolution which 
created his own committee, he would not 
have made the blunder of screaming 
that he was libeled because he "had no 
right to investigate Remington." 

Remington, of course, has since been 
convicted-since his clearance by Tyd
jngs. While this article was in error in 
saying that it was the Tydings committee 
rather than Seth Richardson's board 
which ordered Remington reinstated, 
Tydings cannot deny the fact that Rem
ington was named by the junior Senator 
from Wisconsin, that the junior Senator 
from Wisconsin offered the committee 
evidence, and that the committee refused 
to do anything whatsoever about the 
Remington case. It is therefore clear 
that while Tydings did not "order" Rem
ington kept on the payroll, his actions in 
refusing to expose this Communist had 
the result of keeping Remington on. 
Had the grand jury in New York taken 
the attitude which Tydings did, this man 
Remington would still be holding . a top 
job in the Commerce Department, and 
working closely with his pals, the Ache
son-Jessup crowd, in the State Depart
ment. 

Next we come to the composite pic
ture of Tydings and Browder, which I 
have discussed in great detail already, 

One very valid criticism of the tabloid 
which might well be made is that, while 
everything in it, with the one minor ex
ception relating to Remington, was ab
solutely true, and while it told part of a 

story which badly needed telling, it did 
fail to give a completely adequate pic
ture of the vicious dishonesty of "Oper-· 
ation Whitewash." That is the only crit
icism I would have of the tabloid; and 
perhaps if those who compiled it had 
had more time, they could have given 
the complete picture. 

I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the RECORD at this point in 
connection with the comments with re
spect to the tabloid, an editorial entitled 
"Untrue to Himself," published in the 
Washington Daily News of November 9, 
1950. 

There being no objection, the editorial 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
a: follows: 

UNTRUE TO HIMSELF 

The Free State of Maryland admires men 
of courage and independence. For nearly 30 
years, Senator Millard Tydings showed him
self a . man of that measure and was un
beatable at the polls. 

He stood up to organized pressure groups 
of all sorts. The unorganized majority of 
plain middle-class folks recognized he was 
fighting their fight for them and rallied to 
his support. 

Early this year Mr. Tydings stepped out of 
character. For some reason still unexplained 
he stopped representing the patriotic inde.:; 
pendent voters who had elected and re
elected him. 

He took on the assignment of chairman 
of a committee to investigate subversive ac
tivities in the State • Department and other 
Government agencies. But he appeared to 
consider it his function to prevent a real 
investigation. 

Scripps-Howard newspapers happen to 
know more than a little about this bizarre 

. performance, since the most meaty evidence 
of what was to have been investigated re
volved around the celebrated Amerasia case. 
Since 1945, it had been a pet project of ours 
to find out how come, at a time Americans 
were being killed in the war with Japan, 
top-secret military documents had been 
stolen and those implicated had escaped with 
little or no punishment. Plenty of leads, 
evidence, and suggestions of witnesses to call 
were provided to the Tydings committee. 

But the committee didn't follow the leads, 
didn't examine the real evidence, didn't 
summon the important witnesses. The com
mittee went behind closed doors, harassed 
witnesses trying to get to the bottom of the 
Amerasia case, comforted witnesses trying to 
alibi, and ended up by issuing what could 
not be otherwise r~garded than another 
whitewash. 

On Tuesday, Maryland's independent vot
ers by the thousands marched to the polls 
to vote their disappointment. 

We are not happy to chronicle this decline 
and fall of a man who ·was once a verit able 
Cyrano de Bergerac of politics. But in all 
honesty we think he got what was coming to 
him. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Now we come to the 
investigator Fried. It is more than pass
ing strange that the conscience of the 
committee was not at all bothered by the 
fact that Fried, a good friend of Tydings, 
who worked against and was bitterly 
antagonistic to BUTLER and his cam
paign headquarters, was hired by the 
subcommittee upon the sole recommen
dation of Millard Tydings. It is in
teresting to note that overnight, Fried, 
who previously had been working in a 
garage, became such a competent in
vestigator upon the recommendation of 
Tydings that he commanded a very 
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high-salaried job with the subcommit
tee. Some blind spots, indeed, did the 

· subcommittee have. 
._ It may also be noted that when Fried 

contacted the witness Robert E. Lee, he 
was asked whether the committee was 
interested in getting information on 
Tydings' campaign. Fried told tlie wit
ness Lee that the subcommittee had no 
interest whatsoever in obtaining infor
mation on Tydings' campaign. 

THE C. E. TUTTLE LOAN 

In his testimony before the Subcom
mittee on Privileges and Elections, Tyd
ings had the fallowing to say concerning 
one of the financial angles of the Butler 
campaign: 

Likewise, there has been widely published 
in the press the fact that an individual, who 
is shown already to have contributed $3,000 
to the Butler campaign, assumed obligations 
in excess of $8,000, in addition, after the cam
paign was over, notwithstanding that Fed
eral law prevents any person from contrib
uting more than $5,000 for such purposes. 

This reference was obviously to a con
tribution of $3,000 made to the Butler 
campaign by one C. E. Tuttle. 

Apparently determined to make the 
most sensational charges, regardless of 
the facts, Tydings described the Tuttfo 
transaction as a sample "of the moral 
squalor which spreads through the finan
cial side of the Butler campaign." . 

Showing the most unmistakable evi
dence of bias or oversight the Subcom
mittee on Privileges and Elections stated 
in its report that the Tuttle transaction 
should be transmitted to the Depart
ment of Justice for such action as it 
deems appropriate. 

The evidence received by the subcom
mittee shows clearly that Mr. C. E. Tuttle 
made a contribution of $3,000 to the But
ler campaign, and subsequently, 1 week 
after the general election, made a loan of 
$8,300 to the Butler headquarters in an 
effort, the Senator from Oklahoma 
[Mr. Mo:NRoNEY] put it, "to fund the out
side obligations that were owed to the 
trades people to clean it up and get it in 
one bunch so .that you could then go 
about retiring the indebtedness which 
had been funded by these two loans." 
The Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. MoN
RONEYJ made the added observation: 

It did not represent new money in the 
campaign but merely a centralization of the 
money. 

To both of these factual statements, 
Cornelius P. Mundy, treasurer of the 
Butler campaign, replied: 

That is true. 

None of the testimony received by the 
subcommittee bears out its suggestion or 
Tydings' accusation that Mr. C. E. Tuttle 
"contributed a total of $7 ,300 to the gen
eral election campaign of JOHN MARSHALL 
BUTLER." According to uncontradicted 
testimony, Treasurer Mundy paid back 
half of the Tuttle loan on March 14, 1951. 
There was no testimony nor any indica
tion that both parties to the transaction 
did not expect that the loan would be 
paid in fun. 

It is clear from the uncontradicted tes
timony that the Tuttle loan was a loan 
in good faith and that no violation of 
Federal law and no moral squalor was in-

volved in the transaction. I pref er to be
lieve and actually do that the subcom
mittee's distortion and misrepresenta
tion of the facts, which its own record 
discloses in regard to this transaction, 
was the result of oversight rather than 
deliberate. I realize that such thil)gs 
can happen when a staff is working on 
the preparation of a report. 

DONALD A. SURINE 

The report of the subcommittee at
tacks the testimony of Donald A. Surine. 

The report states that "the testimony 
of Surine before this subcommittee con
tains an apparent willful and knowing 
misstatement of a material fact relating 
to the circumstances of the termination 
of his services with the Federal Bureau 
of Investfgation prior to his employment 
by Senator MCCARTHY." 

The subcommittee adduced no proof 
whatever which contradicts Surine's 

· testimony that he had voluntarily sub
mitted his resignation to the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation on February 7, 
1950. · Furthermore, the subcommittee 
offered no e"vidence to show that the 
question of why and how Surine resigned 
or was separated from the Bureau could 
in any conceivable manner be material 
to the investigation of the Maryland 
election. In fact, the acting chairman 
of the subcommittee, the Senator from 
Oklahoma [Mr. MONRONEY] categori
cally denied the materiality of the ques
tion of Surine's testimony concerning 
his resignation. 

In his second appearance before the 
subcommittee, Tydings said: 

I am asking you to look at the case and 
ask Mr. Surine why he is no longer a member 
of the Federal Bureau of Investigation and 
whether or not his testimony that he re
signed voluntarily and all that is accurate, 
by getting the Federal Bureau of Investiga
tion themselves to come up here and do it. 

In reply to this statement of Tydings, 
the Senator from Oklahoma said: 

I am sorry, Senator, but we are trying to 
confine ourselves to the issues in the Mary
lan~ election case. The use of this-hearing 
to bring in extraneous matters not con
nected with the facts material to the Mary
land case is not what we intend to do. I 
believe the committee is rather unanimous 
in that opinion. 

To even· the casual observer it seems 
more than passing strange that the sub
committee on the one hand registers a 
completely blind and deaf spot insofar as 
the usual testimony and a'}tiviti~s of 
Fedder were concerned, and on the other 
hand recommends that the Justice De
partment take action against a pains
takingly honest and truthful young man 
who, it was shown, was cited by J. Edgar 
Hoover for 10 years of outstanding serv
ice with the FBI. Unusual though 
the logic of it is, the committee evidently 
took this action because Surine did not 
volunteer to the committee the imma
terial story of why he submitted his res
ignation to the FBI, the subcommittee 
never having asked him for the infor
mation at the time. When the subcom
mittee called him back and asked him 
why he had resigned, even though the 
chairman had previously stated to 
Tydings that this was completely imma
terial and had no bearing on the Mary-

land campaign, Surine then went into 
the subje~t with the subcommittee. 

THE CASE OF WILLIAM FEDDER 

William Fedder, operator of a small 
printing, mailing, and distributing con
cern in Baltimore, was the main prop of 
Millard· Tydings' wild charges before the 
Subcommittee on Privileges and Elec
tions. 

Fedder's own testimony before the 
subcommittee leaves no room for doubt 
on the question of whether he is honest 
or dishonest, a truthful man or a per
jurer. 

Some time after election day-Novem
ber 7, 1950-Tydings, Fedder, and Fried 
got together in the farmer's office. Tyd
ings emerged from this meeting with 
accusations about a "Chicago gangland 
midnight ride." Fedder came out with 
a story of threats and intimidation which . 
was completely shattered by his own ad
missions on the witness stand. As for 
Fried, the upshot of the meeting was 
that he got a job as investigator with the 
Subcommittee on Privileges and Elec
tions. 

Fedder purportedly worked for the 
Butler headquarters during the election 
campaign-at least, he received substan
tial payments for services which he 
promised to p~rf orm. The record of 
testimony taken by the subcommittee 
established beyond dispute the fact that 
Fedder attempted wholesale swindling of 
the Butler campaign headquarters. 
While professing to work for the ·candi
dacy of Senator BUTLER and while receiv
ing remuneration for pretending to do 
so, Fedder was actually working in the 
interests of Millard Tydings. For exam
ple, his testimony and the testimony of 
Christopher shows the secret, unauthor
ized destruction of hundreds of thou
sands of copies of campaign material 
which he was paid to distribute. The 
question naturally arises: At what dates, 
under what circumstances, and for what 
considerations, did Tydings or his agents 
make their first contacts with Fedder? 

·Ex-Senator Tydings in his first ap
pearance before the subcommittee indi
cated the importance to him and his 
charges of the testimony of William H. 
Fedder. William Fedder fallowed the 
appearance of Tydings, and from his 
testimony became one of the principal 
witnesses suggested by Tydings. Fedder 
in substance testified that he performed 
approximately $18,000 worth of services 
for the Butler campaign headquarters. 
Fedder outlined in detail the services, 
among them being the distribution of the 
tabloid, From the Record. Fedder 
further testified he had undertaken the 
addressing and stamping of Butler cam
paign postcards. In connection with 
this latter project, Fedder charged that 
his wife was threatened by telephone by 
one Ewell Moore, a part-time employee 
of Senator McCARTHY, and George Nilles, 
a volunteer campaign worker. He 
further charged that Moore, Nilles, and 
Donald A. Surine had "taken him for a 
ride" and "threatened him" between the 
hours of 1 a. m. and 6 a. m. November 
6, 1950. 

In view of the extensiveness and obvi
ous implications of the testimony of Wil
liam Fedder in relation to the charges 
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made by ex-Senator Millard Tdyings, 
the testimony of William Fedder is being 
dealt with at some length both as io its 
credibility and its relevancy to the orig
inal charges made by Tydings. His 
testimony taken under oath before the 
subcommittee is replete with contradic
tions, conflicts, and discrepancies. 

Under oath, William Fe~:ider testified 
to the authenticity of an invoice which 
he had sent to the John Marshall But
ler headquarters, billing them for dis
tributing 169,000 copies of the tabloid 
and mailing 134,206 copies. This, ac
cording to the testimony of Fedder and 
the invoice which he placed in the record, 
made a total of 303,206 tabloids, for 
which he received payment. 

In this connection, the following testi
mony appears in the transcript of the 
subcommittee hearings. 

I remind the Senate that Fedder re
ceived a total of 500,000 tabloids. He · 
received pay and postage for distributing 
303,000 copies, and the testimony of 
Fedder ·and the other man, who de
stroyed them, showed that they de
stroyed 400,000, showing that the Butler 
campaign headquarters was swindled and 
cheated for the postage and distribution 
charges in connection with the distri
bution of 203,000 copies. I ask Senators 
to read the testimony on that point. 

In this connection, Mr. President, the 
following testimony appears in the tran
script of the subcommittee hearings: 

Mr. McDERMOTT. Did you have any occa
sion to deal with a man by the name of 
Wllliam Christopher? 

Mr. FEDDER. Yes, on one occasion, and I 
have an item that I want to enter in evi
dence, that I want to back up my statement. 
On Saturday, November 4, before election
that was at the time that I said I had gone 
to the Butler headquarters, and I turned in 
my post office receipts, and Mr. Christopher 
was there. He was operating a sound truck 
for them, and Mrs. Van Dyke asked me to 
give Mr. Christopher 10,000 of the circulars, 
Why, Senator, and 10,000 of ·the circulars, 
The Family Story of BUTLER, and I gave Mr. 
Christopher my card and told him to meet 
me in my shop in 10 minutes, and I will 
be there and give it to him. 

Now, these· 20,000 pieces if sold for junk 
would sell for between two and a half and 
three dollars. That was my only dealing 
with Mr. Christopher, and I made him sign 
a receipt for what he got. He got none of 
the tabloids, From the Record. He got 10,000 
Why, Senator, and 10,000 Family Story of 
BUTLER, and I offer that. 

Later: 
Mr. MCDERMOTT. What did you do with the 

tabloids that were left over, and to which 
you referred in your conversation with Mrs. 
Van Dyke? 

Mr. FEDDER. To the best of my recollection 
they were sent in my own trucks either to 
the dump or to the incinerator, and dis
posed of.. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. Now, in addition to the 
20,000 pieces of campaign literature, the re
ceipt of which you have presented to us, and 
which indicates you turned over to Chris
topher, do you kno}V whether he got hold of 
any additional copies of that tabloid at your 
plant? . 

Mr. FEDDER. He was never_at my plant since 
that time or before that time. That was 
the only time he was in the plant, and I 
had not seen him since that day, although 
I saw him here Tuesday when I was in this 
room. 

Mr. i~cDERMOTT. Could he have been there 
without your knowledge? 

Mr. FEDDER. No, I checked around. 

Later: 
Senator SMITH. And that left approxi

mately 200,000. What became of those? 
Mr. FEDDER. They were sent to the dump 

or incinerator. 
Senator SMITH. All of those? 
Mr. FEDDER. We gave none of them to Mr. 

Christopher except this time of the 20,000. 

In ·testimony taken under oath from 
William J. Christopher, who was friendly 
to Fedder, it is important to note that 
his testimony flatly contradicts that. of 
William Fedder, on the question of 
whether Fedder distributed 303,000 copies 
of the tabloid which he was pald. to 
distribute. The testimony of Mr. Chris
topher, bearing on the destruction of 
the tabloids is as follows-aml let me 
point out that Fedder said under oath 
he never gave any tabloids to Christo
·pher: 

Mr. McDERMOTT. Do you remember when 
that was? 

Mr. CHRISTOPHER. Indeed I could not tell 
you. It was only a couple of weeks-just 
a few days before the campaign closed. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. Do you know how many 
copies you picked up at Mr. Fedder's plant? 

Mr. CHRISTOPHER. No, sir, I got as many 
as I could get in the truck, and there was 
lots more there w pick up. 

Later: 
Mr. McDERMOTT. Do you know how many 

you picked up at the Lord Baltimore Hotel? 
Mr. CHRISTOPHER. Judging f,rom the first 

load, around about 200,000 copies. 
Mr. McDERMOTT. You mean 200,000 each 

trip? 
Mr. CHRISTOPHER. No, sir, 100,000 to a load. 
Mr. McDERMOTT. 100,000 to a load? 
Mr. CHRISTOPHER. I should imagine a.bout 

100,000 to a load. 
Mr. BECKER. You don't know anything 

about that material at all, sir? 
Mr. CHRISTOPHER. No, sir, I don't know 

anything about that material at all, sir. 
Mr. BECKER. So that what you· are telling 

us is separate and distinct from any material 
Mr. Fedder had after the election, is that 
true? 

Mr. CHRISTOPHER. Absolutely, sir. 

Later: 
Mr. BECKER. Did you take any copies of 

the tabloid, that were in Fedder's plant 
after the election, out to the city dump? 

Mr. CHRISTOPHER. No, sir. 
Christopher thereafter testified that he 

did not distribute any of the above 200,000 
copies of the tabloid but destroyed "all copies 
of the tabloid I could get my hands on.'' 

Mr. HENDRICKSON. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
LEHMAN in the chair). Does the Sen .. 
ator from Wisconsin yield to the Sen
ator from New Jersey? 

Mr. McCARTHY. I yield. 
Mr. HENDRICKSON. I have for

gotten the exact . testimony, for it was 
taken some time ago. However, I won
der whether the Senator from Wiscon
sin will continue to read Mr. Chris
topher's testimony in regard to what he 
had to say about the tabloids and what 
he did with them and wha-t he did in 
regard to JOHN MARSHALL BUTLER, and all 
the rest of his testimony. I do not think 
it is quite fair to the Members of the 

. Senate or to the Senate itself to read 

only parts of the testimony and to place 
only parts of the testimony in the REC
ORD, without reading all cf the testimo.ny. 
I simply wish to be fair to all concerned. 

Mr. McCARTHY. I thank the Sen
ator. If when I cor:clude my remarks 
the Senator from New Jersey thinks 
there is any more testimony bearing on 
this point which would clear up the point 
further, I shall be glad to have the Sen
ator from New Jersey read it into the 
RECORD or I shall be glad to do so my
self. 

This testimony will show that either 
Mr. Christopher or Mr. Fedder was 
guilty of perjury. The Senator from 
New Jersey will note that Mr. Fedder 
te.:>tified that he gave to Mr. Christopher 
no copies of the tabloid From the 
Record, but that Mr. Christopher tes ... 
tiffed that he got at least 200,000 copies 
and that he destroyed them. 

When Mr. ChriJtopher testified on the 
stand, he testified that he got some at 
the plant and got 200,000 at the hotel. 
Therefore, by means of tha.t testimony, 
Fedder is indicted for perjury unless 
Christopher is wrong; and there is no 
indication that Christopher had any 
reason to lie. All the indications are 
that Christopher was telling the truth. 

Mr. HENDRICKSON. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield further? · 

Mr. McCARTHY. :r yield. 
Mr. HENDRICKSON. The Senator 

from Wisconsin does not have to go to 
any lengthy effort to convince me of the · 
unreliability of Mr. Fedder's testimony. 

Mr. McCARTHY. I am sure I would 
not have to convince the Senator that 
Fedder perjured himself on the stand. 
The point I make here is that there is 
no answer to this point except that 
Fedder perjured himself and also 
cheated the Butler campaign headqua.r
ters. 

The point I am bringing out is that 
the subcommittee seems to have had a 
completely blind spot, for although the 
subcommittee said that the case of a 
young man who failed to make volun
tary statement about an immaterial fact 
should be referred to the Department of 
Justice, yet a man who is a known per
jurer and swindler does not even get a 
tap on the wrist from the subcommittee. 
I am sure the Senator will agree that 
that is a very unusual position for the 
subcommittee to take. 

Mr. BUTLER of Maryland. Mr. Pres
ident, will the Senator yield? 

l do not wish to participate in the de
bate on this matter, except to say that I 
am sure the Senator from New Jersey 1 

.does not wish to have the RECORD leave 
the impression that Mr. Fedder has said 
anything bad about me or that Mr. 
Christopher has said anything bad about 
me. 

Mr. HENDRICKSON. No, indeed. I 
simply want the Senate to hear the testi
mony. 

Mr. BUTLER of Maryland. Yes. I 
want the Senate to hear what the testi
mony was, too. 

Mr. HENDRICKSON. Both Mr. Fed
der and Mr. Christopher paid the Sena- · 
tor from Maryland the highest possible 
compliments. -

Mr. BUTLER of Maryland. Yes. I 
did not want the RECORD to indicate that 
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in their testimony they were impugning 
me at all. I do not think there is any
thing of that sort in the committee hear
ings, and I do not want any such indi
.cation to appear in this RECORD. 

Mr. HENDRICKSON. No; I want the 
RECORD to show clearly and convincing
ly that both of those men had a very high 
regard for the distinguished Senator 
.from Maryland. 

Mr. BUTLER of Maryland. Yes. 
Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, I am 

sure they have; so I .do not think it nec
essary to deviate from my text to point 
out the fine things they said about the 
Senator from Maryland. However, the 
fact that Mr. Fedder had a high regard 
for the Senator from Marylapd does not 
relieve Mr. Fedder of responsibility for 
what he said at the hearings. · 

Incidentally, as I have already point
ed out, Mr. Christopher testified that he 
did not distribute any of the 200,000 
copies he got, but that he destroyed all 
copies of the tabloid he could get his 
hands on. . 

Mr. HENDRICKSON. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield further? 

Mr. McCARTHY. I am glad to yield. 
Mr. HENDRICKSON. At this moment 

I cannot quote verbatim the testimony of 
Mr. Christopher, but his testimony was 
that he destroyed that literature because
he thought, as he put it, that it was 
harmful to the candidacy of JOHN MAR
SHALL BUTLER. 
· Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, I 
do · not care why he destroyed it; the 
point is that 400,000 copies, according to 
the uncontradicted testimony, were de
stroyed; · but Fedder charged for dis
tributing 303,000 copies. In addition, he 
said he never gave a single copy to Mr. 
Christopher and that Mr. Christopher 
could not have gotten any. 

Mr. McDermott asked: 
Could he have been there without your 

knowledge? 

Mr. Fedder replied: 
Nq; I checked around. 

So we have a clear-cut case of per
jury, but for some reason or other the 
subcommittee completely overlooked it. 

Therefore, Mr. President, on the basis 
of the testimony of Fedder and Chris
topher, 400,000 copies of the tabloid were 
destroyed, out of a total of 500,000 which 
meant Fedder was guilty of the crime 
of obtaining money under false ·pre
tense when he charged for distributing 
303,000 copies. · 

Mr. HENDRICKSON. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. McCARTHY. I yield to the Sen- · 
ator from ·New, Jersey. 

Mr. HENDRICKSON. Again, in order 
that the RECORD may be abundantly 
clear, and that no undue harm or unjust 
criticism may come to anyone, I think 
the record should show that the whole 
record of this investigation, including all 
the testimony, was formally referred to 
appropriate authorities for such further 
action as they might care to take. That 
did not mean a part of the record, it 
did not mean merely the report; it 
meant all the testimony, from which any 
capable agency of the Government could 

· judge the facts. I think the appropriate 

agencies of the Government are quite 
competent to go over the testimony for 
the purpose of finding whether any fur
ther action should be taken. The com
mittee certainly was not a judicial body 
in any sense of the word, nor an inves
tigative body, performing the judicial 
function of Government. It was purely 
an .investigative body charged with the 

. duty of submitting a report to the Sen-
ate for appropriate action. The whole 
record is available to · any enforcement 
agency of the Government. I merely 
wanted the record to show that. 

Mr. McCARTHY. I do not presume 
. to cross-examine the Senator, but am 
I correct in stating that at no place in 
its report did the subcommittee suggest 
that the Fedder testimony or Fedder's 
activities be referred either to the dis
trict attorney in Baltimore or to the 
Department of Justice? 

Mr. HENDRICKSON. I do not -recall 
that the subcommittee made any rec.
ommendation along that line; but if we 
did not, as the Senator suggested, it was 
more of an oversight than anything else, 
because, speaking as one member of the 
subcommittee, I say here today that 
there were many things which could 
have gone into the report with my agree
ment had they all heen discussed. I 
should like the RECORD to show that early 
in the spring, or in the ' late spring, we 
lost our counsel; we had no staff at all, 
and the major part of the work was 
done, as has been said so ably by the 
minority le~der on the floor today, by 
the members of the committee in their 
own offices, I may say single-handedly, 
without any help at all from members 
of the staff or the main Committee on 
Rules and Administration. 

Mr. President, this was a difficult re
port to write, and it developed the views 
of four different Senators. Had I been 
writing the report single-handedly, this 
would not have been the report, accord
ing to my evaluation of words and 
phrases; but this was an effort at a non
partisan approach to a difficult problem. 
We were not in any way investigating 
for the purpose· of harming anyone. It 
has been said here today that this was 
not an election contest. We recognized 
that from the beginning. The basic 
question which was involved in this 
whole investigation was, Has JOHN MAR
SHALL BUTLER committed any wrongful 
act, or conducted himself in such a man
ner that he would not be qualified to 
serve as a Senator of the .United States? 

Mr. President, the subcommittee 
found very clearly thatthe distinguished 
Senator from Maryland had not in any 
manner conducted himself so that he 
would disqualify himself for membership 
in tihis great body. In my view many of 
the things which the distinguished Sen
ator from Wisconsin has brought to light 
here today have no direct bearing on 
that basic question, on the fitness of a 
Member of the United States Senate to 
continue to sit in the Senate. 

I ask the Senator from Wisconsin to 
pardon me for imposing on his time; my 
observations have been lengthy,-in
deed I am not even asking a question. 
But I am very proud to have been a mem
ber of a committee which has been able 
to do justice to an honest and fearless 

and courageous citizen, who was elected 
·by the people of -Maryland -after an in
tenliive and exhaustive campaign; and 
I commend the people of Maryland to
day for the judgment which they dis
played in that campaign. 

So I say we get right back to the basic 
question involved, Was this fine gentle
man guilty of any wrong which would 
disqualify him for membership in the 
Senate? We determined he was not; 
and I am glad that the Senate of the 
United States l:ere today in effect rati
fies and confirms everything the com
mittee did in respect to JOHN MARSHALL 
BUTLER. 

Mr. McCARTHY. I thank the Sena
tor. The Senator states what the issue 
was, and if the subcommittee had con
fined itself to that issue, I would have 
found it unnecessary to submit my 
minority views. I am merely going into 
the various items covered by the majority 
report, as the Senator will notice. I 
should like to make that clear, in order 
that there may b~ no misunderstanding. 

Earlier I commented on what I thought 
was the unwise decision on tbe part of 
the Senator from New Jersey and the 
Senator from Maine to sit in this case. 
Let it be made clear that I am sure they 
both . felt that they could honestly and 
fairly pass upon the issues. I am sure 
of that. I am sure they were both 
trying to perform their duties fairly 
and honestly; there can be no question 
about that. But the unfortunate thing 
about it is that, in the eyes of the public 
as a whole, both the Senator from Maine 
and the Senator from New Jersey had 
previously committed themselves on 
the one big issue in Maryland, that is, 
whether it was unfair to accuse Tydings 
of a whitewash. 

Mr. HENDRICKSON rose. 
Mr. McCARTHY. Let me finish, first. 

Again I say I do not question the hon
esty or sincerity of these Senators in 
what they did. Many extremely fine 
and intelligent people have disagreed 
with me regarding my fight against 
Communists in Government and my at
tacks on Tydings who was doing what 
I thought a shameful job of whitewash
ing. The report closely parallels the 
Declaration of Conscience, in which the 
same issue was involved. As I say, I 
am not at all criticizing the Senators' 
honesty or sincerity. 

Mr. HENDRICKSON. I appreciate 
that. 

Mr. McCARTHY. I think it is an un
fortunate situation in which the Sena
tor is put. I believe a Senator should 
disqualify himself, as I say, not because 
he himself feels he is going to be dis
honest or unfair, but when he has pre
viously committed himself on the issues. 
It would then be well, I think, if he did 
not participate. 

Mr. HENDRICKSON. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. McCARTHY. I am glad to yield. 
Mr. HENDRICKSON, Mr. President, 

I should like to say that the junior Sen
ator from New Jersey never committed 
himself on the issues in this investiga
tion, or upon any phase of those issues. 
The declaration of conscience which 
was issued almost a year ago by four 
Senators-there were four. and perhaps 
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more-was completely ind~pendent of Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, per-
this investigation and had no relation- haps the State's attorney who so dili-
ship to it. As I read the declaration of gently prosecuted the Butler campaign 
conscience again, today, as I have just manager could find time to give the 
done, I see nothing in it which relates Fedder case some attention. 
in any part or parcel to the efforts of The sworn testimony of Fedder's at-
this committee and this investigation. tempt to steal stamps and charge for 
In participating in the declaration of writing 50,000 postcards, when he finally 
conscience I was criticizing the over- admitted having written only 11,000, 
all conduct of the Senate. throws additional light on the morals 

Mr. McCARTHY. If I may interrupt and integrity of this man upon whom 
the Senator from New Jersey, do I cor- Tydings based his case against the Sen
rectly understand that his interpretation ator from Maryland [Mr. BUTLER]. 
of the declaration of conscience today is Tydings charged that Fedder had been 
that it was not directed at my charge taken on ·a Chicago gangland midnight 
that there were Communists in the Gov- ride by Donald A. Surine, Ewell Moore, 
erziment, or to charges of the Tydings both of whom worked for Senator JOSEPH 
whitewash? ·u it was not, then my R. McCARTHY, and George Nilles. Ac
argument on the point that he should cording to the testimrny of Surine, 
have disqualified himself is nut well Moore, and Nilles, they rode aroand the 
taken. city of Baltimore with Fedder between 

Mr. HENDRICKSON. Mr. President, the hours of 2: 30 and 6: 30 a. m. on Mon
! hasten to point out that the declara- day morning, November 6, 1950, for the 
tton of conscience was not directed, so sole purpose of picking up postcards and 
far as the junior Senator from New Jer- postage stamps all under the the direc
sey was concerned, in any way to the tion of Fedder. It should be under- · 
issue to which the statement of the Sen- stood that Fedder, in his line of business, 
ator from Wisconsin relates. farmed out the work of addressing and 

Mr. McCARTHY. Then I may say affixing postage st9mps to postcards and 
that the argument that the Senator that the t.omes in which this work was 
should not have sat upon the committee· done were numerous and widely scat-
is not well taken. tered throughout the city. 

Mr. HENDRICKSON. I thank the Without giving any reason therefor, 
senator for that admission, because I the Subcommittee on Privileges and 
want to assure the senate of the United Elections finds the testimony of Surine; 
states that the junior · Senator from Moore, and Nilles unconvincing on 
New Jersey will never sit in any contest this point. While it was suggested to 
in which he has a special interest. I the subcommittee that they call upon 
want to correct the RECORD in one other the various people writing cards who saw 
respect, if the senator will permit. the four men together, in Baltimore be-

Mr. McCARTHY. ,Certainly. tween 2:30 and 6 a. m., on November 6, 
Mr. HENDRICKSON. The senator, the committee did not call upon any of 

in covering this point about an hour ago, these persons to appear before them for 
or perhaps a little more, said that, of questioning. 
course, the two minority members of the In fact, the Senator from Oklahoma 
committee had had no legal or judicial [Mr. MoNRONEY], acting chairman of 
experience. I want to make the frank the subcommittee, apparently finding 
admission that I have had some legal the story of violence, threats, and in
and judicial experience. Maybe my serv- timidation on this ride somewhat fan
ice in the Senate has not so indicated, tastic, questioned Fedder as follows: 
but I want to assure the Senatqr that Senator MoNRONEY. That you were under 
there has been some experience afforded examination, you felt, most of the whole 
me in both fields. I would not hide under ride? · 

, Mr. F~DDER. That is right. 
any cloak. Senator MoNRONEY. There had been no 

Mr. McCARTHY. I was not aware of physical violence? 
that fact, and I beg the Senator's par- Mr. FEDDER. No physical violence. 
don. Having the Senator's assurance Senator MoNRONEY. But you were subject 
that was not intended by him to be di- to severe cross-examination, to say the least; 
rected at me the declaration of con- is that it? 
science then my argument that he Mr. FEDDER. That is right. 
should have disqualified himself would Senator MoNRONEY. Part of that time were 

you, as they have since used the language, 
not apply. Unfortunately, most of the were you accused of trying to cheat and de-
newspapers and editorial writers fraud and rob the Butler campaign? 
throughout the country did not so under- Mr. FEDDER. That ts the type of language 
stand the Senator's position. They felt they used. 
it was a direct attack upon what the Senator MoNRONEY. Do you recall any 
Senator thought was unfair tactics upon other language that they used 1n the course 
the part of McCARTHY in criticizing Mr. of the ride? 
Tydings and the State Department. But, Mr. FEDDER. I don't recall any. 
having the Senator's assurance in that Senator MoNRONEY. Was there any threat 

of prosecution? 
connection, I .shall certainly take his Mr. FEDDER. No; I never heard anything 
word for it. like that at all. 

Mr. HENDRICKSON. I should like to ' Senator MONRONEY. Were there any threats 
reassure the Senator that the declara~ of exposure that some of these things you 
tion of conscience, so far as the junior said you had done, they claimed you hadn't 
Senator from New Jersey was concerned, done? 
had no more bearing on the Tydings re- Mr. FEDDER. No; I was not worried about 

anything like that. 
port than did the rule-of-relevancy senator MoNRONEY. I just wondered !!, 
resolution. I hopa some day we shall during that cross-examination, 1f they had 
get to that. accused you or anything like that. 

Mr. FEDDER. I know of no threats or ac
cusations or promises, or anything about 

. that, and I was not worried about that. 

Thus, the kidnap victim repudiated 
his original charge of kidnaping and 
Tydings' screaming description of a 
Chicago gangland ride, which story first 
reached the public after a conference in 
Tydings' office of Tydings, Fedder, and 
Fried, which was then exposed by Drew 
Pearson as an example of dishonest Chi
cago gangland tactics in the Maryland 
campaign. The subcommittee, however, 
is still unconvinced that there was no 

· kidnaping. 
Mr. President, I took part in a great 

number of campaigns in the fall of 1950, 
and intend to take part in campaigns 
again, so long as I am able to do so. I 
may say that I am unaware of a candi
date anywhere in this Nation who con
ducted a more honest, straightforward 
and intelligent' campaign than did the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. BuTLERJ. 
In fact, even though the subcommittee 
has examined every detail of the cam· 
paign, it has been unable to find a single 
time or place where the Senator from 
Maryland ever said or did anything 
which was untrue or which was not in 
keeping with the highest traditions of 
Americanism. 

On page 23 the subcommittee stated: 
This subcommittee extended an invitation 

to Senator McCARTHY to appear before it and 
renewed that . invitation subsequent to the 
testimony of Mrs. MiUer. Senator Mc
CARTHY did not appear before the subcom
mittee in respol3.Se to that invitation or 
otherwise, nor did he avail the subcommittee 
of any testimony relative to this phase of 
the subcommittee's investigation. 

In view of that statement on the part 
of the committee, I wish to read into the 
RECORD, Mr. President, the corre~pond
ence which I had with the subcommittee. 

The first letter which I wish to read 
is as follows: · 

MARCH 12, 1951. 
Hon. A. s. MONRONEY, 

United States Senate, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR MIKE: I received letter from you this 
morning in which you extend to me an op
portunity to appear at your hearings on 
the Tydings election. 

I am not seeking an opportunity to ap
pear, but will be glad to do so if you or any 
of the members of the committee or counsel 
have any questions which you care to ask 
me. Incidentally, I don't expect to be avail
able on Thursday afternoon, Friday or Sat
urday of this week; other than that I shall 
be available at almost any time. 

Sincerely yours, 
JoE McCARTHY. 

The next letter is as follows: 
APRIL 6, 1951. 

Senator A. S.· MONRONEY, 
Senate Office Building, 

Washington, D. C. 
DEAR SENATOR MoNRONEY: This is to ac

knowledge receipt of your letter of March 
30, in which you state that the subcommittee 
understands I do not wish an opportunity 
to appear in connection with the Maryland 
hearings. 

I have not read any of the testimony taken 
before the committee except those portions 
reported in the newspaper, nor have I at• 

· tended the hearings except for about 1 hour. 
For that reason, I am not too thoroughly 
acquainted with the testimony given. If 
the committee feels there was any credible 
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evidence that adversely reflects upon my staff 
or any credible evidence to indicate that any
thing improper was done by either me or my 
staff in the Maryland election, then I natu
rally would want to be called by your commit
tee so as to go into such matters in detail. 

There is, of course, no secret about the fact 
that I was extremely interested in defeat

- ing Senator Tydings, who was in my opinion 
the symbol of the whitewash and cover-up of 

· people dangerous to this country. I feel that 
it was a great victory for the people of Mary
land and for the people of this Nation when 
Tydings went down in a well-deserved de
feat. Unfortunately, the entire picture of 
Tydings' mishandling 'of the investigation of 
Communists and fellow travelers in Govern
ment was not brought to the attention of all 
of the people of Maryland, or his defeat 
would have been by a much greater margin. 

. I think the Nation owes a vote of thanks 
·to the people of Maryland and to all who took 
part in exposing Tydings' activities. 

Very sincerely yours, 
JoE McCARTHY. 

I read those letters to show that I was 
available to the committee at any and all 
times and so notified the committ.ee. 

Mr. President, the report very vigor
ously pillories Jon M. Jonke!, a profes
sional public relations counsel, who was 
legally and properly hired by the Butler 
campaign committee. Unfortunately, 
Jonke! was not a lawyer and violated 
.some. -technical .. rules _of the Maryland . 
'elections laws in regard to filing. There 
. is no evidence whatsoever. that .he:. was 
guilty of any moral wrong, In fact, had 
Jonke! followed the proper bookkeeping 
procedures, which by oversight he did 
not and had he not technically violated 
the' Maryland . election laws by failing to 
register as campaign manager, the re
sults of the Maryland election would not 
·have been any different. It was shown 
that the campaign contributions which 
Jonke! was late in listing-. -
. Mr. HENDRICKSON. Mr. President, 
will the Senator ·yield? 

Mr. McCARTHY. I yield. 
.Mr.: . HENDRICKSON. The Senator 

from-· New Jersey would ·like ·to .go . one 
step further with , re~ation to the part 
Jon Jonkel played in the Maryland :cam,.. 
paign. If Jon Jonke! had followed the 
law this matter would not be before the 
Senate today. 

Mr .. McCARTHY. Mr. President, I 
seriously question that statement. Mr. 
Tydings would have done his screaming 
and his shouting regardless. In view of 
the Senator's remarks may I make the 
record straight on one point? 

Mr. HENDRICKSON. Indeed the 
Senator may. · I want the RECORD to pe · 
perfectly straight. 

Mr. McCARTHY. I thank the Sena
tor. Am I not correct in the statement 
tliat in Tydings' original-. charges he 
made no claim of the failure to file on 
the proper date and no claj.m about 
Jonke! having failed to file as campaign 
manager; that those facts only came out 
some time after the hearings· were com
menced. I bring that out because the 
Senator from New Jersey said that if 
Jonke! had not failed to file that this 
investigation would not have been before 
the committee . . 
. Mr. HENDRICKSON. Let me make 
the record straight to this extent, that 

the supplemental :financial report which 
was filed by Mr. Jonke! came after the 
charges had first been made. I think 
I am quite sure-I will not say I am quite 
sure, because I have to rely on my mem
ory-but I would say almost with cer
tainty that Mr. Tydings charges, as made 
before the committee after he made his 
appearance, ref erred to the financial · 

. irregularities. 
Mr. McCARTHY. Do I understand · 

the Senator to tell me now that he thinks 
that if Jonke! had filed in time rather 
than later, keeping in mind that it was 

-.shown that the money was a11 properly 
spent and -there was no question about 

. that, then the Senator feels there would 
not have been any investigation, keep
ing alrn in mind that Tydings' primary 
objection to the campaign was that he 
said people had lied about him, that 

·they did not tell the truth about Millard, 
that they accused him of having white
washed Communists; keeping in mind 
also I will say to the Senator, that the 
major portion of the report deals not 
with the technical failure to file , but with 
the tabloid de::'cribing it as an attack 
U')On decency and honesty and such 
·like? From the report I do not think 
that thorn who made the report · placed 
much importance on the fact that this 
young man was late in filing his expense 
account . 

Mr. HENDRICKSON. . The junior 
·senator from New Jersey is speaking 
from the floor today as a member of 
the minority party, and what he says 
goes for the junior Senator from New 
Jersey only. I am not here today to 
defend my colleagues. They Can speak 
for themselves. But I think I said a few 
moments ago that as to words and 
phra~es, even paragraphs, had the jun- . 

· ior Senator from New Jersey been writ
ing the report himself it would ·have 
probably taken on a much different ap
pearance. We do not all think alike and 
·we·-do not all write alike;. and .. when in 
the ab~enc.e. .of a sta:tf and of counsel, with 

'.four pers:ons, sit down" to_ write · a · report, 
'it · is necessal'y to compromise between 
all the views expressed. 

Mr. McCARTHY. ::r:n fairness to the 
Senator from New Jersey, I will say I 
know he was extremely busy while the 
report was made. May. I have the Sen
ator's attention? I repeat. In fairness 
to the Senator from New Jersey-and I 
know how busy he was and had to be 
out of the city for some time while th~ 
report was being written. I have had 
·the strong feeling that the Senator 
might have been taken in on this re
port. 
· Mr. HENDRICKSON. No, Mr. Presi

dent; let there be no misunderstanding 
on that score. What the junior Sena
tor from New Jersey did, he did · wi_th 
his eyes open. I am not going to per
mit anyone to condemn that report. I 
have heard it referred to not once but 

. four times on the floor of the Senate this 
afternoon by no less . person than the 
distinguished minority· leader as a good 
report. Finally, in responding to a ques
tion from the Senator from Maine [Mrs. 
SMITHJ, he said "It was a whale of a re
port." That is a part of the RECORD. So 

I am not apologizing. I am simply ex
plaining. 

Mr. McCARTHY. I will concede it is 
a whale of a report, or perhaps we 
should use a mackerel or a herring. 

Mr. President, the fact that certain 
campaign contributions and expendi
tures were reported late, had ·no effect 
upon the election results, and had ·they 
not occurred the election returns would 

·have been the same. I do· not mean by 
this, Mr. President, that I condone any 
of the technical viofations, but I think it 
should be pointed out that this young 
man, Jonke!, was not a lawyer. He did 
not purposely file late . . There is no evi
dence of any moral wrong of any kind on 
his part. There is no indication that if 
he had filed on the date set by law, the 
election returns would have been any 
different. The evidence indicates that 
he is a young man of intelligence, hon
esty, and ability whose crime was that 
he helped to defeat Millard Tydings. 

Mr. HENDRICKSON. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. McCARTHY. I am glad to yield. 
Mr. HENDRICKSON. The distin

guished Senator from Wisconsin asked 
when these references were first made 

· to the funds, to the matter of finances. 
I read from page 13 of the report. It is 
a part of the original "complaint of the 
Senator from . Maryland. It is para-

. graph No: 5, and, I quote as follows: 
The wholesale use . of funds in an illegal 

and irregular manner and other financial 
irregularities. ~ 

That was in the original complaint. 
Mr. McCARTHY. Let us get this 

straight. · That is not what we are talk
ing about. . , 

Mr. HENDRICKSON . . The Senator 
. was talking about that a few minutes 
ago. I have had time to refer to the 
report · since. · 

Mr. McCARTHY. I beg the Senator's 
. pardon. The subcommittee found no 
·evidence:, according- 'to: the- repert, of 
.funds · befng used ill"ah.iltegal and-irregu::.. 
:lar manner. We ai:e_taiking.now about 
·the failure ·to ft.le off time, and the Sena
tor said that if Jonke! had not violated 
the law in filing, that this would never 
have been before the Senate. 

Mr. HENDRICKSON. I doubt that it 
would have been. 

Mr. McCARTHY. I point out that the 
question of filing did not cdme up until 
long after the hearings started. The 
Senator referred me to page 13. 

Mr. HENDRICKSON. The Senator 
must remember that there were-

Mr. McCARTHY. I think we are 
beating a dead horse. I do not think it 
is particularly important at this time.· 

Mr. HENDRICKSON. I agree with 
.the Senator on that score. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, in 
conclusion, one of the major failures of 
the subcommittee was its complete fail
ure to investigate any Phase of the 
Tydings half of the Maryland election. 
Apparently painfully aware of this fail
ure, the subcommittee on the opening 
page of the report makes the following 
statement: 

This hearing subcommittee was appointed 
to investigate and. hold hearings on com-
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plaints made with respect to 1950 Maryland 
senatorial general elections and to make a 
report to the full Subcommittee on Privi
leges and Elections. 

This statement is, of course, incorrect, 
Mr. President. The Subcommittee on 
Privileges and Elections-and if I am 
wrong, I wish the able Senator from Con
necticut, who is a lawyer also, would tell 
me I am wrong. 

Mr. HENDRICKSON. I am the Sena
tor from New Jersey. We are still a Re
publican State in New Jersey. 

Mr. McCARTHY. The Senator from 
New Jersey. Pardon me. The Subcom
mittee on Privileges and Elections is a 
permanent subcommittee of the Com
mittee on Rules and Administration, and 
has the power and duty to investigate 
irregularities in any senatorial cam
paigns. No action of either the Senate 
or the Committee on Rules and Admin
istration as a whole restricted the sub
committee to investigate, as it says, only 
"complaints made with respect to 1950 
Maryland senatorial election." If the 
Senator will allow me to finish my com
ments on that point he may wish to 
comment on them. Am I correct in that, 
I ask the Senator, that the subcommittee 
is a standing subcommittee and had full 
and complete powers to fovestigate all 
phases of the Maryland election, and was 
not restricted, as the statement says, to 
only the charges made by Senator 
Tydings? 

Mr. HENDRICKSON. Mr. President, 
we are still a committee in good stand
ing in the Senate. Speaking as one 
member of that committee, I said all 
through the Maryland hearings, and I 
say again on the floor of the Senate to
day: Bring on your: proper complaints 
against Senator.Tydings ahd in the sub
committee and in the full Committee on 
Rules and Administration, if those com
plaints show irregularities on his part, 
I . will vote to . support a complete and 
thorough investigation of the conduct of 
the Democratic campaign for United 
States Senate in the State of Maryland. 

A moment ago the Senator referred to 
beating a dead horse. I think it is beat
ing a dead horse to beat a dead candi
date. 

Mr. McCARTHY. Apparently the 
other members of the subcommittee 
share the Senator's view, that is, that 
unless charges are made, they should 
not make a complete investigation. I re
call that subsequent to the time the Sen
ator from Maryland [Mr. BUTLER] ap
peared before the committee and asked 
that the ·committee notify him of any 
charges against him, it was publicly 
stated, in the name of the committee
and this went uncontradicted by any 
member of the committee-that the 
committee was going tp investigate not 
only all phases of the Maryland election 
campaign, but campaign practices in 
other States, in order to recommend nec
essary remedial legislation. 

When the subcommittee's report was 
submitted to the full Con1mittee on Rules 
-and Administration, the junior Senator 
from Wisconsin asked the Senator from 
Oklahoma [Mr. MONRONEY], chairman 
of the subcommittee, whether he did not 

feel that the committee's job was in
complete, in that the Tydings phase of 
the campaign had received no atten
tion whatsoever from the subcommittee. 
At that time the Senator from Okla
homa made the statement that the mi
nority counsel could have investigated 
the Tydings campaign if he had seen fit 
.to do so. 

One of the strongest recommendations 
I can make, Mr. President, is that the 
precedent established by the committee 
in this respect be repudiated by-the com
mittee, and by succeeding Subcommit
tees on Privileges and Elections. If this 
precedent is followed, it will mean that 
during a Republican administration only 
the campaign tactics of Democrats will 
be investigated, and that during a Demo
cratic administration only the campaign 
tactics of Republicans will be investi
gated-a practice which is dangerous 
and unwise beyond words, because a 
committee cannot render an intelligent 
report unless it goes into all phases of a 
campaign. We cannot investigate half 
of it and not the other half, and do a 
fair job. • · 

Perhaps the best analysis of the sub
committee's report is contained in the 
following excerpt from George Sokol
sky's radio broadcast of August 12, 1951: 

Senator Tydings was defeated because the 
Senate committee which he headed last year 
did whitewash Owen Lattimore and the State 
Department. of charges made by Senator JOE 

McCARTHY. The 'Monroney committee de
nies that Senator Tydings did any white
washing. 

The committee is wrong. In the first place, 
1t was the business of the people of Mary
land to decide whether they believed Tydings 
or McCARTHY. It is not the function of any 
committee of Congress to tell the people of 
apy State what they should believe or whom 
they should elect. The committee is exceed
ing its duty. The people are sovereign, not 
their servants in Washington. 

In the second place, already the McCarran 
committee has proved that the Tydings com
mittee was all wrong. The essential data. 
and most of the witnesses now being investi
gated by the McCarran committee were avail
able to the Tydings committee. 

Mrs. SMITH of Maine. Mr. Presi
dent, I wish to make some brief observa
tions on the contention of Senator 
McCARTHY that I should have disqualified 
myself from sitting as a member of the 
Privileges and Elections Subcommittee 
in its investigation of the 1950 Mary
land election report because of a speech 
which· I made i;.1 the Senate on June 1, 
1950. At this time I shall restrict myself 
to the matter of disqualification. 

In the repeated references to "white
wash" which Senator McCARTHY has 
made during the past year he has con
veniently overlooked the fact that re
peatedly in that speech I condemned 
Democratic whitewashes and the com
placency of the Democratic administra
tion in the face of the threat of 
communism here at home. Opposition 
to communism is surely not the exclusive 
possession of Senator McCARTHY. Nor 
does differing with him on tactics auto
matically make one a Communist or a 
protector of communism. 

Now, as to specific points: First, the 
question of disqualification is one more 

properly directed to the ranking Repub- . 
lican on the Committee on Rules and 
Adminibtration, wtAo is also the minor
ity leader of tht Senate [Mr. WHERRY], 
since it was he who assigned me to the 
Privileges and Elections Subcommittee. 
I did not ask for assignment to the 
Privileges and Elections Subcommittee. 
I did not seek assignment to the Mary
land election investigation. 

It is strange that Senator McCARTHY 
raises the question of disqualification 
now. Why did he not raise the question 
when the Maryland hearings started, for 
he was fully informed at that time of my 
June 1, 1950, speech, which he claims 
should disqualify me? 

Second, the standard of Senate .... · 
McCARTHY with respect to disqualifica
tion could be applied to himself, acting 
in his capacity of filing minority views
or individual views, whichever they may 
be called-as a member of the Rules 
Committee, rather than making his de
fense through a speech on the Senate 
floor in his capacity as an individual 
Senator. Otherwise it would appear 
that the basis for disqualification is dis
agreement with Senator McCARTHY. 

Third, Senator McCARTHY, in mak
ing the point of disqualification, has 
raised a very basic issue which should 
be resolved as soon as possible. As a 
member of the Subcommittee on Privi
'leges and Elections I shall not per
mit intimidation to keep me from ex
pressing my honest convictions, as I did 

· in my speech of June 1, 1950, and as I 
did in the subcommittee report on the 
Maryland election. If similar conditions 
are found in connection with other elec
tions investigated by the Privileges and 
Elections Subcommittee, I shall have no 
hesitancy in criticizing them, as was 
done in the Maryland report. 

So if the charge of disqualification 
made by Senator McCARTHY is valid, "it 
should be applied to all other elections 
of similar nature coming before the sub
committee. 

If the Senator from Nebraska, as the 
ranking Republican on the Committee 
on Rules and Administration, agrees
with Senator McCARTHY on this point, . 
then it is within his power to remove me 
from the Privileges and Elections Sub
committee, just as Senator McCARTHY, 
as ranking Republican on the Committee 
on Expenditures in the Executive Depart
ments, removed me from a subcommit
tee earlier this year. 

If the minority leader should not see 
fit to do so, then Senator McCARTHY can 
resort to petitioning the Republican con
ference to act to remove me from the 
Privileges and Elections Subcommittee. 

Fourth, the most direct answer to the 
minority views or individual views-of 
Senator McCARTHY is that he was not 
able to get another Republican member 
of the Committee on Rules and Adminis
tration to join him in his minority views 
or individual views. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con
sent to have printed in the RECORD, at 
this point, as a part of my remarks, the 
declaration of conscience, which has 
been referred to several times during 
the discussion this afternoon. 
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There being no objection, the declara

tion was ordered to be printed in . the 
RECORD, as follows: 

DECLARATION OF CONSCIENCE, JUNE 1, 1950 
Mr. President, I would like to speak briefly 

and simply about a serious national condi
tion. It is a national feeling of fear · and 
frustration that could result in national sui
cide and the end of everything that we Amer
icans hold dear. It is a condition that comes 
from the lack of effective leadership in either 
the legislative branch or the executive b.ranch 
of our Government. 

That leadership is so lacking that serious 
and responsible proposals are being · niade 

-that national advisory comrtlissions be ap
pointed to provide such critically needed 
leadership. · . 

I speak as briefly as possible because too 
much harm has already been done with irre
sponsible words of bitterness and. selfish pq
litical opportu~ism. I speak as simply· &.s 

possible because the issue is too great to be 
obscured by eloquence. I speak simply ~nd 
briefly in the hope that my words will be 
taken to heart. 

I speak as a Republican. I speak as a 
woman. I speak as a United States senator. 
I speak as an American. 

LEVEL OF A FORUM OF .HATE 
' · The United States Senate has long enjoyed 

world-wide respect as the greatest delibera
tive body in the world. But recently that 

· deliberative character has too · often ·been 
debased to the level of a forum of· hate and 
character assassination sheltered by the 
shield of congressional immunity. 

It is ironical that we Senators can debate 
· in the Senate directly or indirectly, by any 

form of words impute to any American, who 
is not a senator, any conduct or motive un
worthy or unbecoming an American-and 
without that non-Senator American having 
any legal redress against it--yet if we say 
the same thing in the Senate about our col
leagues we can be stopped on the grounds of 
being out of order. 

It is strange tha~ we· can verbally attack 
anyone else without restraint and with full 
protection and yet we hold ourselves above 
the same type of criticism here on the Senate 
:floor. Surely the United States Senate is big 
enough to take self-.criticism and self-ap
praisal. Surely we should be able to take 
the same kind of character attacks that we 
"dish out" to outsiders. 

I think that it is high time for the United 
States Senate and its Members to do some 

• soul searching-for us to weigh our con
sciences--on the manner in which we are 
performing our duty to the people of Amer
ica; on the manner in which we are using ur 
abusing our individual powers and privileges. 

TRIAL BY JURY GUARANTEED 
I think that it is high time that we remem

bered that we have sworn to uphold and de
fend the Constitution. I think that it is 
high time that we remembered t hat the Con
stitution, as amended, speaks not only of the 
freedom of speech, but also of trial by jury 
instead of trial by accusation. 

Whether it be a criminal prosecution in 
court or a character prosecution in the Sen
ate, there is little -practical distinction when 
the life of a person has been ruined. 

Those of us who shout the loudest about 
Americanism in making character assassina- , 
tions are all too frequently those who, by our 
own words and acts, ignore some of the 
basic principles of Americanism-

The right to criticize; 
The right to hold unpopular beliefs; 
The right to protest; 
The right of independent thought. 
The exercise of these rights should not cost 

one single American citizen his reputation or 
his right to a livelihood nor should he be in 
danger of losing his reputation or livelihood 

merely because he happens to know someone 
who holds unpopular beliefs. Who of us 
doesn't? Otherwise none of us could call our 
souls our own. Otherwise thought control 
would have set in. 

Today our country is being psychologically 
divided by the confusion and the suspicions 
that are bred in the United States Senate to 
spread like cancerous tentacles of "know 
nothing, suspect everything" attitudes. To
day we have a Democratic administration 
that has -developed a mania for loose spend-

. Ing and loose programs. History is repeating 
itself-and the Republican Party again has . · 
the opportunity to emerge as the champion of 
unity and prudence. 

SUFFICIENT ISSUES ALREADY 
The record of the present Democratic ad

. ministration has provided us with sumcient 
campaign issues without t_he necessity of re
sorting to political smears. America is rap

. idly losing its position as leader of the world 
· simply because the Democratic administra
. tion has _pitifully failed to provide effective 
· leadership. 

The Democratic administration has com
pletely confused the American people by its 
daily contradictory grave warnings and opti

. mistic assurances-that show the people that 
· our Democratic administration has no idea 
of wllere it is going. 

FREEDOM OF SPEECH ABUSED 
The American people are sick and tired of 

being· a.fraid to speak their minds lest they 
· be politically smeared as - "Communists" or 

"Fascists" by their opponents. Freedom of 
· speech is not what it used to be in America. 
It has been so abused by some that it ls not 
exercised by others. 

The American people are sick and tired of 
seeing innocent people smeared and · guilty 
people whitewashed. But there have been 
enough proved cases to cause Nation-wide 
distrust and strong suspicion that there may 
be something to the unproved, sensational 
accusations. 

As a Republican, I say to my colleagues on 
this side of the aisle that the Republican 
Party faces a challenge today that is not un
like the challenge that it faced back in Lin
coln's day. The Republican Party so suc
cessfully met that challenge that it emerged 
from the Civil War as the champion of a 
united nation-in addition to being a party 
that unrelentingly fought loose spending and 
loose programs. 

The Democratic administration has greatly 
lost the confidence of the American people 
by its complacency to the threat of commu
nism here at home and the leak of vital 
secrets to Russia through key omcials of the 
Democratic administration. There are 
enough proved cases to make this point with
out diluting our criticism with unproved 
charges. 

Surely these are sumcient reasons to make 
it clear to the American people that it is time 
for a. change and that a Republican victory 
is necessary to the security of this country. 
Surely it is clear that this Nation will con
tinue to suffer as long as it is governed by 
the present ineffective Democratic adminis
tration. 

FOUR HORSEMEN CITED 
Yet to displace it with a Republican re

gime embracing a philosophy that lacks po
litical integrity or intellectual honesty would 
prove equally disastrous to this Nation. The 
Nation sorely needs a Republican victory. 
But I don't want to see the Republican Party 
ride to political victory on the four horse
men of calumny-fear, ignorance, bigotry, 
and smear. 

I doubt if the Republican Party could
simply because I don't believe the American 
people will uphold any political party that 
puts political exploitation above national in
terest. Surely we Republicans aren't that 
desperate for victory. 

I don't want to see the Republican Party 
win that way. While it might be a fleeting 
victory for the Republican Party, it . would 
be a :tnore lasting defeat for the American 
people. Surely it would ultimately be sui
cide for the Republican Party and the two
party system that has protected our Amer
ican liberties from the dictatorship of a one
party system. 

As members of the minority party, we do 
not have the primary authority to ·formu
late the policy of our Government. But we 
do have the responsibility of rendering con
structive criticism, of · clarifying · issues, of . 
allaying fears by acting as responsible citi
zens. 

CONSIDERS FAMILIES' FEELINGS 
As a woman, I wonder how the mothers, 

· wives, sisters, and daughters feel about "the 
way in which members -of their families 
have been politically mangled in Senate de
bate:-and I use the word "debate" ad
visedly. 

As a United ·sta:tes Senator, I am not 
proud of the way in which the Senate has 
been made a publicity platform for irre
sponsible sensationalism. I am· not proud 
of the reckless a6andon in which unproved 
charges have been hurled from this side of 
the aisle. I am -not proud of the obviously 
staged, undignified countercharges t:Qat 
have been attempted -in retaliation fr_om the 

. other. side of the aislE~. . 
I don't like the way the Senate ha.s been 

made a rendezvous for vilification, for selfish 
political gain at the sacrifice of individual 
i:eputations and national unity . . I am not 
proud of the way we smear outsiders from 
the :floor of the Senate and hide ·behind the 

· cloak of congressional immunity and still 
place ourselves beyond criticism on the floor 
of the Senate. · 

As an Anlericari., I am shocked at the way 
Republicans and Democrats alike are playing 
directly into the Communist design of "con
fuse, divide, and conquer." As an American, 
I don't want a Democratic administration 
"whitewash" or "cover-up" any more than 
I want a Republican smear or witch hunt. 

As an American, I condemn a Republican 
"Fascist" just as much as I condemn a 
Democrat "Comml1nist." I condemn a 
Democrat "Fascist" just as much as I con
demn a Republican "Communist." They are 
equally dangerous to you and me and to our 
country. As an American, I want to see our 
Nation recapture the strength and unity it 
once had when we fought the enemy instead 
of ourselves. · 

It is with these thoughts that I have 
drafted what I call a Declaration of Con
science. I am gratified that Senator TOBEY, 
Senator AIKEN, Senator MORSE, Senator IVES, 
Senator THYE, and Senator HENDRICKSON, 
have concurred in that declaration and have 
authorized me to announce their concur
rence. 

STATEMENT OF SEVEN REPUBLICAN SENATORS 
1. We are Republicans. But we are Amer

icans first. It is as Americans that we ex
press our concern with the growing con
fusion that threatens the security and 
stability of our country. Democrats and 
Republicans alike have contributed to that 
confusion. 

2. The Democratic administration has 
initially created the confusion by its lack of 
effective leadership, by its contradictory 
grave warnings and optimistic assurances, 
by its complacency to the threat of com
munism here at home, by it oversensitive
ness to rightful criticism, by its petty bitt er
ness · against its critics. 

3. Certain elements of the Republican 
Party have materially added to this confu
sion in the hopes of riding · the Republican 
Party to victory through the selfish polit
ical exploitation of fear, bigotry, ignorance, 
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and intolerance. There are enough mistakes 
of the Democrats for Republicans to criti ... 
cize constructively without resorting to polit
ical smears. -

4. To this extent, Democrats and Repub
licans alike haye unwittingly, but un
deniably, played directly into .the Commu
nist design of "confuse, divide and conquer." 

5. It is high time ·that we stopped think
ing politically as Republicans and Democrats 
about elections and started thinking patri
otically as Americans about national security 
based on individual freedom. It is high 
time that we all stopped being tools and vic
tims of totalitarian techniques-techniques 
that, if continued here unchecked1will surely 
end what we have come to cherish as the 
American way of Uf~. 

MARGARET CHASE SMITH, 
Maine. 

CHARLES W. TOBEY, 
New Hampshire. 

GEORGE D. AIKEN, 
Vermont. 

WAYNE L. MORSE, 
Oregon. 

IRVING M. IVES, 
~ew Y'ork. _ 

EDWARD J. THYE, 
Minnesota. 

ROBERT C. HENDRICKSON, 
New Jersey. 

Mr. McCAR'.i'HY. Mr. President, I 
should like to make it clear that I in
serted in the CONGRESSIONAL REc..:rn the 
letter which I \\rote to all the members 
of the c~mmittee on Rules ar.d A1lmin
istration who refused to sign the ma
j'Jrity report. I wrc..te them a letter and 
told them that r was not asking them 
to sign the minority views, because as 
long as I bave been engaged in the fight 
against communism in Government I 
have never asked any · other Member of 
either party to publicly associate him
·self with any of my endeavors. I think 
lt should be made clear that all the Mem
bers who refused to sign the majority 
report received a letter from me this 
morning telling them that I was not sub
mitting my minority views to them, and 
was not asking them for their approval 
or disapproval of those views. I am sure 

· that the Senator from Maine was not 
aware of that. · 

Mrs. SMITH of Maine. The Senator 
from Maine will say that she obtained 
a copy of the memorandum. 

Mr. HENDRICKSON. Mr. President, 
when the junior Senator from New Jer
sey came to the iioor this afternoon he 
had no idea that this report was com
ing in for consideration. It was quite 
a lengthy report. There are many 
phases of it which probably require an
swer. I have no doubt that within the 
course of the next few days the junior 
Senator from New Jersey will find occa
sion to make specific answers to some 
of the things which he thinks are im
portant to the Senate and to the Ameri
can people. 

As I have stated in the previous col
loquy, the committee report was which 
was finally prepared by four members 
of the subcommittee, without the aid 
of a sta:tI or counsel. I believe it to be 
a remarkable fact that four members 
of the s:~bcommittee, of different politi
cal faith and conviction, could come to
gether and bring forth a unanimous 
report which found, in effect, that the 
distinguished Senator from Maryland 
[Mr. BUTLER] was entitled to a seat in 

this body. That was the effect of the 
report. That was the basic question 
which was involved in our inquiry. 

In deciding that basic question it was 
certainly necessary for the subcomr£1it
tee to investigate collateral issues, which 
are of importance in election campaigns. 
I knew that when we submitted the re
port some Members of the Senate would 
take is...:ue with it. I kne--;- that the 
statement would be made that we had 
not given sufficient consideration to the 
collateral issues, with respect to which 
new legislation would be required to cor~ 
rect abuses in our election machinery. 

However, Mr. President, we have 
striven to point the need for correct
ing abuses, wherever we have found 
them to exist, and have prepared our 
report, in the time allotted to us, with
out a sta:tI and without counsel. Con
sequently the committee has brought 
forth a few basic ideas which I believe, 
upon careful study, will go far toward 
improving the election machinery of our 
great country. 

Mr. President, during the two and a 
half years I have been a Member of this 
disting11.ished body I have seen many re
ports presented on the floor of the Sen
ate. Our report is not ·perfect. Neither 
can perfection be ascribed to any of the 
-other reports which have been presented 
to the Senate dm.ing the time that I have 
served my .State as a Senator. Indeed, 
Mr. President, I ask anyone to show me 
a report which cannot be criticized by 
Members on both sides of the aisle and 
by people all over the country. 
· I freely confess on the floor of the 
·senate this afternoon that there are 
contained in the report words and 
phrases and even paragraphs with which 
I could have taken issu~. · However, in 
order to get the basic issue settled, and 
in order to do justice to a man who was 
held in the balance, so to speak, for a 
long time, I refused to quibble over a 
word here or a phrase there. All too 
long did JOHN MARSHALL BUTLER stand in 
a position in which he must have won
dered what his neighbors and friends 
were thinking of him. I felt, as did the 
junior Senator from Maine [Mrs. 
SMITHJ, that we had to get down to busi
ness and dispose of the whole question, 
and to dispose of it with a spirit of jus
tice which would make the people who 
love ju,,stice completely satisfied that the 
committee had been conscientious in its 
labors. 

Mr. President, during my life I have 
erred on many occasions. Probably I 
made some errors in approving some of 
the words and phrases in the report. 
However, I cannot recall, in my long 
public service, any act of a public nature 
which I performed with a clearer con
science. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Repre
sentatives, by Mr. Snader, its assistant 
reading clerk, announced that -the 
House had passed, without amendment, 
the following bills of the Senate: 

S. 248. An act authorizing the President 
of the United States to issue a proclamation 
designating 1951 aa Audubon Centennial 
Year; 

S. 353. An act relating to the time for 
publication of the Official Register of the 
United States; 

S. 950. An act to amend the act authoriz
ing the segregation and expenditure of trust 
funds held in joint ownership by the ~ho
shone and Arapaho Tribes of the Wind River 
Reservation for the purpose of extending the 
time in which payments are to be made to 
members of such tribes under such act, 
and for other purposes; 

S. 1214. An act to authorize and direct 
conveyance of a certain tract of land in the 
State of Florida to the St. Augustine Port, 
Waterway, and Beach District; and 

S. 1673. An act to authorize and direct 
the Administrator of General Services to 
transfer to the Department of the Air Force 
certain property in the State of Mississippi. 

The message also announced that the 
House had agreed to the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill <H. R. 4106) to 
amend title 28 of the United States Code 

·entitled "Judiciary and Judicial Pro
. cedure" by adding a new section thereto 
known as section 1732b to permit the 

.Photographic reproduction of business 
records and the introduction of the same 
in evidence. 
AMENDMENT -oF RECONSTRUCTION FI

NANCE CORPORATION ACT-REPORT OF 
A COMMITTEE 

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, 
·since the report of the minority of the 
Committee on Banking and Currency on 
Senate Resolution 219, providing for a 
study of the Reconstruction Finance 
Corporation, was prnented, only today, 
'I have not had much more than a chance 
to glance through it very hurriedly. My 
comments, therefore, are based on only 
the most casual of examinations of the 
minority report. 

I have read carefully the brief state
ment issued by the distinguished chair
man of the subcommittee which investi
·g·ated the RFC, the Senator from Arkan
sas-[Mr. FULBRIGHT]. The Senator from 
Arkansas is certainly not a partisan; the 
Senator from Arkansas certainly cannot 
be classe'd as one who has defended the 
administration on every occasion. And 
no man can say that in his handling of 
the RFC study, the Senator from Arkan
sas did not do a thorough, painstaking, 
forthright job, without fear or favor to 
any person or party. 

Some days ago, Mr. President. I 
found it necessary to say on the floor 
of the Senate that Senators of the United 
States occupied positions· of responsibil
ity; that the traditions of this great body 
made it imperative that its Members 
conduct themselves with a conscientious 
regard for their own integrity, and with 
a decent regard for their obligatiom to 
their fellow Members and the free insti
tutions of democracy. 

I said then that when a man spoke on 
the Senate floor he ought to have the 
facts. I said then, Mr. President, that 
this forum ought not to be treated 
lightly; that it was not the hustings, 
where a man in political debate may say, 
almost anything. I said then, that no 
Member of this body ought to make 
statements involving the character and 
reputation of persons who have no re
course without the clearest and most 
compelling evidence being in that Mem
ber's possession and presented to the 
Senate. 

/ 
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When I became a Member of the Sen:
ate 11 years ago, Mr. President, · with a 
background of practicing law and sit
ting on the bench, I was amazed with 
the legislative committee procedure 
wh'ich allowed hearsay evidence. But I 
realized quickly that in the considera
tion of bills such. testimony and evidence 
was at times helpful, and generally did 
no harm, even though I witnessed many 
occasions when committee hearings 
were utilized as sounding boards and 
forums through which witnesses were 
able to unfairly, imprudently, and even 
recklessly, damage persons and institu
tions. 

And while I can understand the pro
priety of that procedure in normai leg
islative hearings, I doubt the wisdom of 
such a practice in investigative proceed
ings when frequently the characters and 
reputations of individuals are involved. 

It seems to me the same prudence, 
care, and responsibility ought to be ·exer
cised in the reports of Senate committees 
when they involve individuals. The 
blackening of a man's reputation for
ever in a privileged report, which be
comes a public document, with all of the 
standing and responsibility that is given 
official documents of this body, or is 
vastly dtff erent for example, from con
demning an economic principle or a sug
gested course of legislative action. In 
the latter case we are dealing with prin
ciples about which men have every 
right and duty to emphasize their per
sonal views; in the former we are in
volving the life of a man and his family, 
their standing with their neighbors and 
in their community. 

I notice, for example, Mr. President, 
that in the introduction to the minority 
report, a man is blackened on the basis 
of newspaper stories. In suggesting that 
there be an investigation of certain al
leged actions of this man, the minority 
report by innuendo and inference give 
credence to newspaper reports as if they 
were sworn evidence before the commit
tee. That, Mr. President, is not, in my 
judgment, in the best tradition of the 
ethics of American jurisprudence. 

Mr. President, let me call attention to 
this statement in the minority report: 

In· recommending full congressional inves
tigation of the chairman of the Democratic 
National Committee we concede that such 
an investigation might injure the Demo
cratic party in the 1952 elections. It is en
tirely possible that an all-out investigation 
of this sort would uncover new scandals. 
We cannot, therefore, criticize any Demo
crat for failing to demand a thorough in
vestigation of his party's national commit
tee chairman. Very few men holding elec
tive office are endowed with such unlimited 
political courage. 

It is beside the point at the moment 
to suggest that further investigation 
might well involve high figures in the 
Republican Party, since there was some 
evidence that the desire to sell influence 
was not limited by political views. 

No, Mr. President; the :point is that 
here we have a statement that rarely has 
been equaled for smirking piety, for 
self-righteousness, for demagogic po
litical inference and innuendo. 

Of course, Mr. President, next year is 
an election year, and apparently some. 
persons are perfectly willing to . follow 

the adage that all is fair in war and poli
tics. Some persons apparently are so po
litically hungry that they are willing to 
stoop to any depths in an attempt to 
make political capital. But to use an 
official committee report as a fulcrum 
of this sort of stump-speech making is 
something that ought not be done in 
the Senate. 

Another, prime example of political 
mud-slinging by the minority will be 
found in a section devoted to what is 
labeled "The Truman Fifth Column in 
Mississippi." In the first place, the 
charges of job selling in Mississippi were 
handled entirely by another committee 
of the Senate. Does anyone question 
that the able and distinguished Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr. HoEY] ·did not 
do a forthright, responsible, and thor
ough job in that investigation? That 
subcommittee went to Mississippi; it 
held hearings; it heard witnesses under 
oath; it made a report and certain rec
ommendations, and those recommenda
tions were carried out. What respon
sibility does the subcommittee of the 
Banking and Currency Committee 
studying the RFC have in an entirely 
different situation? Oh, of course, the 

· minority in their report drags in by the 
tail the Mississippi situation, on the 
lame excuse that some of the persons in
vestigated there had evidenced some in-

. terest in securing RFC loans. However, 
if more proof were needed that the mi
nority are animated by political consid
erations and sought to write a political 
document, this bold reference to the Mis
sissippi situation, which was investi
gated by and reported on by another 
Senate committee, is it. This portion of 
the minority report is a political stump 
speech, pure,. and simple. 

But, Mr. President, the high point in 
political effrontery, in sheer undiluted 
political bunkum, in stultifying what 
should be an honest, forthright, un
equivocal report on the functioning or 
malfunctioning of an executive agency 
into a brazen mass of half-truths and 
political demagogery, is in the minority's 
reference to President Harry Truman 
and William Boyle, declaring that-

They have transferred Pendergast politics 
to the national level. Morality in Govern
ment has declined to the lowest ebb in the 
Nation's history. 

That, Mr. President, is political poppy
cock, and those who wrote it know that 
it is political poppycock. 

They say morality in Government has 
declined to the . lowest ebb in the Na
tion's · history. Have they forgotten 
Warren O. Harding and the Ohio gang 
so soon? 

Have they forgotten Fall and Doheny 
already? 

Have they forgotten Daugherty and 
Teapot Dome this quickly? 

Have they forgotten the two terms of 
Ulysses S. Grant and the wholesale loot
ing of Government by private interests? 

Have they forgotten Daniel Webster 
and a number of his colleagues who were 
in the employ of the Bank of the United · 
States and Nicholas Biddle? 

Ah, Mr. President, do they think the 
people of these United States have such 
short memories? When some people 

start talking about morality in Govern
ment, they should remember that Bib
lical adage that let him who is without 
sin cast the first stone. 

Mr. HICKENLOOPER. Mr. Presi
dent, will the Senator yield for a ques
tion? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER <Mr. 
FREAR in the chair). Does the Senator 
from Arizona yield to the Senator from 
Iowa? 

Mr. McFARLAND. I yield. 
Mr. HICKENLOOPER. I do not be

lieve the minority or the country have 
forgotten Teapot Dome or Daugherty or 
Doheny; but the Senator seems to have 
forgotten the fact that a Republican 
President turned the investigation of 
that scandal over to the Democratic 
leadership-although at that time the 
Congress was a Republican Congress all 
the way through-and gave the Demo
cratic leadership access to every record, 
and . dismissed the Attorney General 
when he dared refuse those Democrats 
access to those records. I wonder 
whether this administration can poii:it to 
the same kind of cooperation in cleaning 
out the foulness that everyone knows has 
been turned up in recent years . . 
. Mr. McFARLAND. The Republicans 

were in control of the Eightieth Congress 
and during that period were in charge of 
investigations. They did a lot of in
vestigating, but did not uncover any 
Teapot Dome scandals. Since that Con
gress I know of no instance of the Re
publican minority not being afforded an 
opportunity to do all the investigating it 
wanted to do. 

Mr. HICKENLOOPER. Mr. Presi
dent, if the Senator will yield further, 
let me say that I can give him any num
ber of examples. 

Mr. McFARLAND. I will let the Sena
tor give them in his own time. They 
have no connection with this report. 

Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. President, will 
the Sena tor yield? 

Mr. McFARLAND. I yield. 
Mr. CAPEHART. Will the Senator 

point out in the minority report the 
name of a single person, other than the 

· Mississippi boys, who was not mentioned 
in the majority report which was pre
pared under the able chairmanship of 
the distinguished junior Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. FULBRIGHT]-a single per
son ref erred to in the minority report, 
about which the Senator from Arizona 
has been speaking, who was not referred 
to in the original majority report on in
fluence and favoritism, which report the 
President called asinine? 

If the . President will admit that he 
should not have called that report asi
nine and that once in a while he has 
some bad apples in his own administra
tion, perhaps fewer critical reports 
would be published. But I do not think 
the Senator can name a single · person 
who is referred to in the minority report 
who was not mentioned in the majority 
report, other than the Mississippi boys. 

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, I 
have named two persons mentioned in 
the minority report, as to whom evidence 
was produced only before another com
mittee. 

My purpose at · this time is to refer 
to certain parts of the minority report 
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and to the fact that I do ·not understand 
how any Senator could uphold them. 
The portion of the minority report to 
which I have just referred is one of them. 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. McFARLAND. I yield. 
Mr. FULBRIGHT. I wish to try to put 

the matter in a little better perspective. 
It is true that most of the persons, as 
such, were named either in the hearings 
or in the majority report, and possibly 
in both. However, they were ref erred . 
to there in an entirely different context, 
and for an entirely different purpose, as 
compared to the purpose for which they 
are mentioned in the minority report. 

The fact is that the majority report 
on. this matter related to a measure 
which already had been approved by the 
subcommittee and now has been ap
proved by the full committee, whereas 
the minority report did not say a word 
about that measure, but in one sentence. 
refers to the Byrd bill, an entirely dif
ferent bill. The minority report did not 
undertake in any way to respond to the 
majority's report, or to ref er to the bill. 

On two counts,. I think the Senator 
from Arizona is absolutely correct: One 
is that the minority report is entirely 
irrelevant to the subject matter of the 
majority report and <;>f· the bill; and, 
second, that it takes out of the con
text names which, it is true, have been 
mentioned, some with more, some with 
less criticism, in the majority report; 
and then proceed to develop a com
pletely political statement. 

I have no objection to the Republicans 
making political -statements. My whole 
objection went to .the use of the com-

, mittee report as a vehicle at least to 
leave the impression, I think, with the 
public, that the committee has endorsed 
the statements of the minority; and 
then, secondarily, or perhaps I should 
say primarily, that the Senate has en
dorsed. them, by making them public. 
I think that carries to excess the free
dom that is normally extended to the 
minority. · 

I do not think I ever tried in any way 
to muzzle the minority in the course of 
our hearings, nor would I question any 
if it is pertinent to the business.in hand, 
which in this case is a bill which is 
normally brought to the Senate after a. 
study such as the committee has made. 

This committee was not, after all, and 
is not, primarily an investigative com
mittee, but a legislative committee; and 
that was my reason for my objecting 'to 
the filing of the minority report, be
cause it did not seem to me to be suitable. 

One further observation: I cannot ac
cept the attitude or the statement, I 
may say, of the Senator from Indiana, 
when he says that a Senator, or a sub
committee, or a minority of a committee 
has a preferred right to say anything it 
pleases in a minority report. 

The Senator then made some reference 
to the Constitution. I merely wanted to 
call the attention of the Senator from 
Indiana to the fact that the Senate it
self controls its own rules. It has every 
right to determine and to limit the ex
tent to which a subcommittee; or a mi
nority of a subcommittee, or of a full 
committee, may go in the use of scurri-

lous or defamatory language. I think the 
Senate should, and I believe it does, ac
cept such principle. 

Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from Arizona yield? 

Mr. McFARLAND. I will yield in a 
moment. I first ·want to thank the dis
tinguished Senator from Arkansas for 
his contribution. As he well points out, 
the recommendation . in regard to the 
Byrd bill is another example of the mi
nority having gone beyond the scope of 
the investigation, or beyond the scope of 
what a report should contain. A report 
should contain a statement of facts and 
recommendations, in regard to the mat
ters pending before that committee. It 
should not discuss what other commit
tees are doing, or what other commit
tees should do. 

I want to confirm what the distin
guished Senator from Arkansas says 
about the Constitution. The Constitu
tion gives no rights to minority reports. 
There is nothing in the Constitution on 
that subject; and, when objection is 
made to the filing of a minority report, 
it is up to the Senate of the United 
States, by a majority vote, to determine 
whether a minority report should be 
received. 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. If the Senator will 
yield, I may say that I objected. I moved 
to reject the mi:pority report in the full 
committee. 

Mr. McFARLAND. Yes, I understand. 
Mr. FULBRIGHT. The committee 

would not sustain the motion. 
There is one other observation I 

should like to make, purely to clarify the 
record. The so-called Byrd bill, which 
is on the calendar, was not ref erred to my 
subcommittee. It was dealt with by the 
full committee and reported without 
recommendation by the full committee. 
I think perhaps the minority report 
might have been pertinent to that bill, 
which deals with an entirely di:fierent 
matter, but not to the bill under consid
eration, which is Senate bill 515. 

Mr. McFARLAND. I beg the Sena
tor's pardon. What I had meant to refer 
to was another bill. My reference to the 
Byrd bill was inadvertent; ;r meant an
other bill which is pending before the 
Judiciary Committee to which the minor .. 
ity report refers. 

Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. President, will 
the Sena tor yield? -

Mr. McFARLAND. I yield to the Sen
ator- from Indiana. 

Mr. CAPEHART. I should like to call 
attention to the fact that I hold in my 
hand the majority report, written by the 
able Senator from Arkansas, two-thirds 
of the report being devoted to a discus
sion of Senate bill 515, which was the 
Senator's bill to reorganize the RFC; yet 
the so-called Byrd bill, which was before 
the committee, was handled in the same 
manner as was this bill. Yet, in this re .. 
port, he says-

Mr. FULBRIGHT. I did not under
stand the Senator's question. Will he 
kindly repeat it? 

Mr. CAPEHART. I say the Byrd bill, 
to dissolve the RFC, was before the com..;' 
mittee in the same way as was Senate bill 
515. They were both before the com-. 
mittee. 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. I said the Byrd bill 
was never ref erred to the subcommittee. 
It was dealt with by the full committee, . 

• whereas this was a report of the subcom
mittee, of which I was chairman. That 
is the difference. 

Mr. CAPEHART. But both bills were 
before the committee, and both had to 
do with the RFC. The Senator from Ar
kansas introduced a bill to reorganize 
the RFC. The Senator from Virginia 
CMr .. BYRD] introduced a bill' to dissolve 
it. · The subcommittee made its report, 
after spending two-thirds of the time on 
the bill introduced by the Senator from 
Arkansas, and after having spent, I be
lieve, not over 15 minutes on the so
called Byrd bill. 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. _ The point is-and 
apparently I did not make myself clear
the Byrd bill was never before my sub
committee. It was never referred to it, 
and we never studied it. We never held 
hearings on the question of whether the 
RFC. should be abolished. 

Mr. CAPEHART. We never had hear
ings on Senate bill 515, did we? 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Oh, yes; I would 
say for the better part of a year and a 
half. 

Mr. CAPEHART. We certainly could 
not have held hearings for a year and a 
half, because the committee began its 
operations a year and a half ago, and 
the bill was not written until this year. 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. I mean the sub
stantive provisions of the bill were devel
oped from the beginning. 

Mr. CAPEHART. And, of course, for 
a year and a half, we certainly were lis
tening to testimony and scandal, and 
charges of inefficiency in connection with 
the RFC, which indicated that it might 
well b~ dissolved. 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. I would beg to dif
fer with the Senator. He remembers 
only the scandal. That was a relatively 
small part of it. It was unfortunate that 
the other part did not attract attention; 
but a great deal of the study, and, in fact, 
one of the major reports issued last sum
mer, had nothing whatever to do with 
the personalities involved. It was a mat
ter dealing entirely with the principles of 
lending, and the report dwelt upon the 
rather dry statistical study made of the 
RFC. People have forgotten about that. 
The report regarding the use of infiu
ence, which was issued in February, was 
only one of foui: reports issued as of that 
time. 

But I want to make it clear that the 
Byrd bill was never before my subcom
mittee. We held no hearings on it, we 
held no hearings as to whether the RFC 
should be abolished. It went to the full 
committee and, because of the agree
ments which had been made, it was re
ported, over nty objection, without rec
ommendation. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr .. McFARLAND: I should first like 
to finish my remarks, if I may. I shall 
conclude in a few minutes. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Very well. 
Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, my 

remarks are not directed to those matters 
which the minority report indicates were 
based upon hearings. My remarks are 
direct~d to parts of the report, wherein 
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the report itself shows that no evidence 
·was taken on the subject matter; and my 
remarks are directed to matters taken 
out of context; to insinuations and in
nuendoes not supported by the evidence 
or even by any testimony at all; to politi
cal stump speeches in what purports to 
be a serious, official Senate document. 

Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. McFARLAND. I will yield in a 
moment. I desire to finish, and after 
that I will yield, and will be happy to 
do so. 

I had read, just before the colloquy, 
a statement from the minority report
a political statement if I ever saw one
declaring that Harry Truman had trans
ferred Pendergast politics to the national 
level. 

Mr. President, say what you may about 
President Harry Truman; think what 
you want to think about him; criticize 
him for his faults and his mistakes; differ 
with him politically and economically 
and socially. But, Mr. President, no man 
living can point a finger at Harry Tru
man and charge personal or official dis
honesty. No man living can say that 
Harry Truman is corrupt. No man living 
can on his oath aver that Harry Truman 
is anything but a personally honest, in
corruptible man and President-and his
tory will affirm that. 

In my judgment, Mr. President, it ill 
behooves men who have a great respon
sibility as United States Senators to lend 
themselves to making reckless political 
accusations against the President of the 
United States. Such a practice is not 
in keeping with the standing of Senators, 
regardless of how strongly they feel po
litically. 

No, Mr. President, I did not opject to 
the filing of the minority report, since 
someone would be sure to suggest that 
such objection was premised on a desire 
to hide something. There is nothing to 
hide. I personally welcomed the fullest 
investigation of the RFC. 

Is there a Senator on this floor who 
will suggest that the distinguished Sen
ator from Arkansas hid something? For 
the minority now to suggest that the 
study of the RFC was not thorough or 
complete is to question the ability and 

/ integrity and the motives of the able 
Senator who courageously made the in
vestigation. 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. McFARLAND. I yield. 
Mr. FULBRIGHT. I appreciate the 

Senator's reference, and I wish to invite 
attention only to what the Appropria
tions Committee said, a part of which 
report I placed in the RECORD. 

I assure the Senator that I believe 
our committee went into everything that 
it needed to go into, and that it has 
brought about a refr·rm. Two or three 
prominent members of the minority a 
few days ago complimented Mr. Syming-. 
ton upon what he has already accom
plished in reorganizing and recasting the 
RFC. I believe everyone who is familiar 
with the organization believes that Mr. 
Symington is moving in the right dfrec
tion. 

Mr. McFARLAND. I thank the dis
tinguished Sena tor. 

. Mr. President, I do not believe there 
is a Senator on this floor who would sug ... 
gest that the distinguished Senator from 
Arkansas hid anything, or whitewashed 
anything. For the minority now to sug
gest that the study of the RFC was not 
thorough or complete is to question the 
ability and integrity and the motives of 
the able Senator who so courageously 
conducted the investigation. 

If the distinguished Members who sub
scribe to the minority report ·today will 
as willingly stand by it a year or two 
from now, after the heat of the political 
campaign is over, I shall be surprised. 
I say this because I know rather inti
mately the two members of the minor
ity who presented the report. It has 
been my good fortune to serve with them 
on committees in this body. The able 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. BRICKER] is a 
distinguished lawyer of great reputation; 
he · is a man of fine ethics with a high 
regard for justice . . I have observed him 
on and off the floor since he has been a 
Member, and I know of no Senator who 
has a finer sense of fair play, of integ
rity, of decency and honor; and who 
abides by a code or' fraternal ethics which 
is the finest in the world. It is because 
I know these facts that I am amazed 
and chagrined at the lengths to which 
the minority report goes. 

What I have said about the junior Sen
ator from Ohio may equally be said about 
his _distinguished colleague, the senior 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. CAPEHART]. 
.It has been my pleasure to have known 
him ratl1er closely throughout his Senate 
tenure; he is a hard fighter but a fair 
and honest one. I have never known him 
to throw an underhand punch. 

Frankly, I cannot believe my own eyes 
when I see the names of two such men 
on the minority report. I am confident 
that the day will come when both of 
them will be contrite and sorry that they 
had a hand in such an affair. It is not 
in keeping with their character and 
standing in the Senate; it is not in keep
ing with the duty and responsibility of 
a Member of this body. 

Mr. CAPEHART, Mr. CONNALLY, and 
Mr. McCARRAN addressed the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the 
Senator from Arizona yield; if so, to 
whom? 

Mr. McFARLAND. I yield the floor. 
Mr. CAPEHART. Will the Senator 

yield to me for a moment? 
Mr. McFARLAND. Yes. 
Mr. CAPEHART. I listened very in

tently to what the distinguished Sena
tor from Arizona had to say about the 
junior Senator from Ohio and myself. I 
wish to say that the reason why we issued 

· the report was because of our honesty 
and integrity, because there was not a 
single thing in the report that did not 
come out in either our committee or in 
the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Executive Departments. If we had failed 
to issue a report and tell the American 
people what the testimony showed, in my 
personal opinion, it would have been the 
wrong thing to do. 

I again want to say that when the able 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. FuLBRIGHT] 
issued his so-called favoritism and influ

. ence report, the President of the United 
States took exception to that report and 

called it asinine as to some of the things 
.which had been reported. Aside from 
the two gentlemen from. Mississippi, there 
is not a single name mentioned in the 
minority report that was not brought out 
in the report on favoritism and influence 
issued by the able Senator from Ar
kansas. 

My question is, Why, if that report is 
incorrect, then our report is incorrect; 
but if the report of the Senator from 
Arkansas was right, then our report is 
right. If it is wrong for a committee to 
make a report detailing the testimony, 
detailing what happened, then I do not 
understand the purpose of an investigat
ing committee. I had nothing to do, and 
neither did the eble Senator from Ohio 
or the able· Senator from Arkansas, with 
the mink coat. We had nothing to do 
with the fact that Mr. Boyle was on the 
payroll of a concern in Kansas City 
which received an RFC loan. We had 
nothing to do with the men in Missis
sippi. We had nothing to do with the 
fact that Mr. Dunham testified that Mr. 
Dawson called him in and asked if he 
could work in harmony with the Demo
cratic National Committee. That evi-· 
dence came from the lips of other 
persons. 

We have given our opinion as to how 
low morality in Government has fallen 
today. I say' it is the lowest it has been · 
in the history of the Nation. We have 
tra:Qsferred .to the National Govern
ment the l>endergast machine type 
of government. I say it and shaa con
tinue to say it, because I think it is true. 
I think the great majority of the Ameri
can people also think it is true. 

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President-
Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, the 

Senator does not have the floor. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Sena

. tor from Arizona has the floor. 
Mr. CONNALLY. I thought the Sena

tor from Arizona relinquished the floor 
and sat down in his seat. · 

Mr. McFARLAND. I yield to the 
Senator. 

Mr. CONNALLY. No; the Senator will 
not yield to me. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Sena
tor from Arizona was asked by the 
Senator from Indiana if he would yield 

. to him, which he did. Now that the 
Senator from Indiana has concluded his 
question, the Senator from Arizona still 
has the . floor. 

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, I 
sat here all afternoon waiting to make 
these few remarks, because I felt they 
were justified because of a report which 
the distinguished Senator from Arkan
sas properly labeled, in my opinion, as 
political. I am sorry to add that the 
statement just made by the distin
guished Senator from Indiana is even 
more· political than the minority report. 
· I do not object to political speeches 

being made on the floor, Mr. President. 
Within reason, I suppose, we must ex
pect them. But a report from a com
mittee recommending action or legis
lation should not be stultified with po
litical arguments. A report commands 

. respect, since when filed it is the Senatt 
that is speaking. It has standing, 
prestige, and ought to have some dig
nity. Stich a report as the minority 
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views does not enhance the standing of 
the Senate or its committees. 

All I can say, Mr. President, is that in 
my judgment the remarks of the Sena
tor from Indiana were uncalled for, 
unwarranted, and definitely not justified 
by the evidence before the committee. 
Coming from the fair and able Senator 
from Indiana, such remarks are difficult 
for me to understand. 

THE FOREIGN-AID PROGRAM 

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, 
within the coming weeks this body will 
be called upon to vote a huge new for
eign-aid bill. When we realize the tre
mendous tax burden already being borne 
by the American taxpayer, it becomes 
increasingly difficult to vote for pro
grams of foreign aid. If, however, such 
a program is essential to the defense of 
our country we will accept our respon-· 
sibility .and provide such a program. 
Our responsibility, however, cannot be 
discharged unless we have made sure 
that not one single dollar is authorized 
and appropriated that is not absolutely 
necessary. We have had much expe
rience in programs of foreign assistance. 
It is essential that we let this experience 
guide us in shaping this new program. 

As chairman of the so-called watch
dog committee it has often been my 
unpleasant duty to point out errors of 
judgment in the administration of our 
economic program. Today I wish to call 
to the attention of the Senate an inci
dent that has occurred in our foreign
aid program that should be a red light 
in our consideration of new legislation. 
Whatever the final form our new for
eign-aid program shall take we here in 
the Congress must make sure that the 
legislation will not allow the waste of 
United States dollars in such a manner. 

Mr. President, the Economic Cooper
ation Act of 1948, as amended, states 
the purpose of the act to be the furnish
ing of material and financial assistance 
to participating countries in such a man
ner as to aid them in three principal 
categories, the second of which is the 
restoration or maintenance of the 
soundness of European currencies, bud
gets, and finances. 

As a condition precedent to the fur
nishing of aid the participating countries 
were required to enter into a bilateral 
agreement with the United States requir
ing each country, among other things, to 
take financial and monetary, measures 
necessary to stabilize its currency, estab
lish or maintain a valid rate of exchange, 
to balance its goverrµnental budget as 
soon as practicable, and generally to re
store or maintain confidence in its mone
tary system. 

· The Republic of France signed a bilat
eral agreement by which she agreed to 
pursue a course for achieving financial 
stability. France has been the second 
largest recipient of United States assist
ance under the provisions of the Eco
nomic Cooperation Act of 1948, as 
amended. As of May 31, 1951, there had 
been allocated to the Government of 
France $2,430,799,000. 

Testimony before the committees of 
Congress concerning the financial stabil
ity of France and her effective steps to 

combat inflation has been unanimous by 
the officials of the ECA. 

The chief of the ECA special mission to 
France advised the Committee on For
eign Relations on February 11, 1949, that 
the French Parliament had enacted a 
program of fiscal reform designed to 
balance by the reduction of expenditure 
and by increase of revenue their finan
cial position in such a way that all ex
penditures would be covered by current 
revenues without any recourse to the 
printing press. 

The chief of the ECA special mission to 
France advised the same committee on 
February 27, 1950, that the Government 
of France had created tighter money 
conditions through more rigorous re
strictions on bank credit. They in
creased tax collections and reduced Gov
ernment expenditures. As a result, an 
increasing proportion of Government 
expenditures has been covered by Gov
ernment revenue, thus reducing depend
ence on the franc counterpart of dollar 
aid and eliminating resort to the printing 
presses. They brought effective demand 
more into line with supply by halting the 
creation of new purchasing power. 

The testimony indicated that a major 
problem more difficult to solve than in
ternal fiscal stability was one of balance 
of trade, particularly the dollar deficit 
in this balance. 

As of April 30, 1951, there had been 
generated, as a result of United States 
aid, a counterpart French franc fund 
equivalent to $2,212,000,000 available for 
use by France with the approval of the 
Administrator of the ECA. As of the 
above date, the Administrator, after con
sultation with the National Advisory 
Council on International Monetary and 
Financial Problems and the Public Ad
visory Board, had agreed to the release 
of $2,135,000,000 of this fund for the fol
lowing purposes: Public debt retirement, 
$171,400,000; promotion of production, 
$1,821,500,000; and for other purposes 
such as housing, public buildings, tour
ism, and so forth, $142,100,000. Thus six
sevenths of the entire release has been 
utilized for promotion of production and 
much of these funds have been used for 
credit purposes which in turn has gen
erated increased dollar requirements, the 
satisfaction of the franc need in such 
cases having been paid for by the francs 
generated by prior dollar grants. Such 
a practice is not of itself irregular and 
on the contrary would be highly desir
able if the internal fiscal budget was rel
atively balanced, that is, if the rate of 
Government expenditure did not exceed · 
Government revenue in amounts greater 
than could be financed by internal fi
nancing ,without resort to the printing 
press. 

In view of tpe Admillistrator's ap
proval of these large withdrawals for 
promotion of production it would appear 
that the ECA had determined that suf
ficient financial stability had oeen 
achieved to forego the more appropriate 
uses of counterpart funds such as the 
immobilization of franc currency in 
whole or part as a measure of currency 
stabilization or of public-debt retire
ment, in fa.vor ·of expanding production 

designed substantially to reduce the dol
. lar deficit of France. 

With the foregoing background in 
mind, I desire to call the Senate's atten
tion to the following transaction: 

In August of 1950 the French Govern
ment became aware that its revenue was 
not sufficient to meet current expendi
ture, therefore, it became necessary to 
do one of several things-reduce expen
diture, increase revenue, borrow from the 
Bank of France, or discover some other 
way to acquire francs. 

Apparently the French Government 
could not reduce expenditure or increase 
revenue. At least there is no evidence 
that much thought was given to such 
a solution. It could not borrow addi
tional funds from the Bank of France, 
for it had already borrowed its legal 
maximum without securing additional 
authority from the French Assembly, 
However, under French law and regula
tion the French stabilization fund, a de
partment or branch of the French Gov
ernment, could borrow additional francs 
if its foreign exchange reserves were in
creased. Therefore, the French treasury 
resorted to borrowing dollars in the 
United States which it theoretically sold 
to the French stabilizating fund for 
francs, the stabilization fund having 
borrowed the francs from the Bank of 
France, using as se9urity the theoretical 
dollars it had acquired from the French 
treasury. The term "theoretical" is 
used because actually no real foreign ex
change reserve was acquired. In fact, 
a net loss occurred because of a newly 
acquired foreign exchange obligation. 

The following is the exact transac
tion that transpired: An agent of the 
French Treasury or Government nego
tiated an agreement with a group of New 
York banks, headed by the Chase Na
tional Bank and J. P. Morgan & Co., 
whereby .this group of United States 
banks would loan the Government of 
France $200,000,000 if the loan were se
cured by $200,000,000 in United States 
Treasury securities. The banks , met 
with the agent of the French Govern
ment and presented him checks for the 
sum of $200,000,000, which he endorsed 
back to the banks for deposit to the ac..; 
count of the French stabilization fund. 
This transaction occurred on August 17. 
1950. At this same meeting the banks· 
were authorized by the French Govern .. ' 
ment to purchase $200,000,000 in United 
States Government securities for the ac
count of the stabilization fund and hold 
them as collateral er security for .the 
loan. Thus, by a legal fiction, the French 
stabilization fund asserted an increase 
in foreign-exchange reserves by which 
it borrowed francs from the Bank of 
France. 

The terms of the loan are $50,000,000 
for a period of 3 years with interest at 
2% percent; $50,000,000 for 4 years at 
2% percent; and $100,000,000 for 5 years 
at. 2% percent. The banks purchased 
in the securities market on August 18 
and 21, 1950, the Treasury securit:'..es to 
be held as collateral. The securities pur-
chased were as follows: $25,000,000 
Treasury bonds bearing 2 percent in
terest callable June 15, 1952 to 1954 ;, 
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$25,000,o·oo Treasury bonds bearing 2 
percent interest callable December 15, 

_ 1952 to 1954; $50,000,000 Treasury notes 
-bearing 1 % percent interest due March 
15, 1954; and $100,000,000 Treasury notes 
bearing 1 ¥2 percent interest, due March 
15, 1955. 

Thus, the dollar · cost to tr~e French 
Government of servicing this loan is ap-

. proximately $2,000,000 ·a year over and 
above its earnings on the United States 
.securities, for which the economy of 
France receives no tangible asset. In
stead it is assessed a cost in badly needed 
foreign exchange and must in the end 
bear the inflationary burden ot having . 
70,000,000,000 francs added to the note 

.circulation of the country. Truly such 
a transaction is a disguised use of the 

·printing press. The inflationary signifi
cance of this curious financing cannot be 
escaped. 
· Such a transaction would ordinarily 
be considered of no concern to the United 
.States except for our aid program and 
France's responsibility under the bilat
eral agreement. So long as the United 
States provides dollar assistance to 
France for the purpose of defraying 
either in whole or in part her deficit in 
. trade with the dollar area the United 
States in the final analysifi is paying the 
interest charges. This conclusion _may 
not be escaped by reducing the United 
States amount of assistance to France. . 

The French contend that the: decision 
to indulge in this type of financing was 
undertaken to prevent a loss of con
fidence in the French franc iri France. 
They point out that to have requested 
authority from the French parliament 
to increase the Government's borrowing 
limit would have probably caused a re
vival of black market currency transac
tions, which in the end would have been 
more costly to the economy of France 
than the approximate cost of $10 million 
loss in interest on this transaction. This 
contention, which is supported by some 
·American officials, is problematical at 
most. The real inflationary pressure of 
this method of financing will not be de:. 
"creased by supposition as to what might 
have been the effect of other alternatives. 
The hard fact is that this method of 
finance is designed to hide the true facts 
regarding the position of the franc. It 
merely postpones the eventual recogni
tion that the printing presses are rolling 
and the real savings of the people whom 
this type of subterfuge is designed to 
mislead are being slowly dissipated by in
flation. 

It would appear that the financing of 
current expenditures in such a manner 
is in direct opposition to the bilateral 
undertakings of the French Government, 
and that instead of def ending such ac
tion officials of the ECA should be con
sidering the termination of aid if such 
transactions are insisted upon. It 
should be noted that the French Govern
ment negotiated a similar transaction 
approximately a year earlier in Switzer
land. 

An additional most compelling con
sideration must arise as a result of the 
implication of such transactions. That 
is the ability of France to bear her share 
of the cost of the European rearmament 
program. At the time of this transac-

tion, although France had an expensive 
war cost in Indochina, there had not 
been estimated the cost of a rearmament 
budget. Considering her inability to 
meet her current expenses from revenue, 
or other internal financing as of last 
August, the question looms large, indeed, 
as to what she can do respecting an ad
ditional large defense budget. 

Attention should also be directed at 
the role of the American banks in this 

. transaction. There was and is no legal 
wrong in their part in this transaction. 
However, since the banks were a ware of 
the entire facts surrounding the purpose, 
they cannot be applauded for a deal 
whereby they earn a profit .of approxi
mately $10,000,000 with absolutely no 

-risk, while the United States ·taxpayer 
was providing the dollars France needs 
to meet her essential requirements which 
must indirectly include the profit earned 
by the banks. When fully understood 
the profit received on such a transaction 
·cannot but serve to bring criticism on 
the banking industry. Certainly every
one who had a part in this entire scheme 
must bear the responsibility of un
earned profits as a result of adversity to 
which their contribution has been en-

. tirely negative . 
United States financial assistance 

surely .cannot be continued where such 
fiscal legerdemain threatens to under
mine ·ihe effectiveness of our aid. It is 

. inconceivable that our officials. would 
countenance this transaction. However, 
it has been done and it would seem to be 
the responsibility of the Congress to 
insure against future schemes of this 
sort. Not only does it destroy the effec-

. tiveness of our economic aid, but it im
poses a serious question as to the success 
of-any military assistance. 

We in Congress must see that every 
dollar, whether for economic or military 

·purposes, is utilized to the fullest extent, 
so that the American taxpayer does not 
have his sacrifice made in all good faith 

' poured down a drain .of international 
·chicanery. · 
- Mr. SCHOEPPEL. Mr. President, wi~l 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. McCARRAN. I yield. 
Mr. SCHOEPPEL. I should like to 

ask the distinguished Senator from Ne
vada whether any responsibility rests 
upon banking institutions to report 
that type of transaction to any govern
mental agency or department. 

Mr. McCARRAN. I do not know that 
I can answer the question authoritatively. 
·lt is my personal view that such a trans-· 
-action should have been reported. 
Whether there is a statute demanding 
that such a report be made, I am not 
:at this time. able to say. · 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 

Messages in writing from the . Presi
dent of the United States were communi
cated to the Senate by Mr. Miller, one 
of his secretaries. 
AFFIRMATION OF FRIENDSHIP OF THE 

AMERICAN PEOPLE FOR ALL THE PEO
PLES OF THE WORLD-MESSAGE FROM 
THE PRESIDENT (H. DOC. NO. 229) 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a message from the President of 
the United States, which was read by the 
Chief Clerk. 

<For President's message, see today's 
proceedings of the House of Representa-
tives.) · · 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The message 
from the President, together with the 
accompanying papers, will be referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. McMAHON. · Mr. President, I wish 
to make some brief observations on the 
very interesting message which has been 
received from the President of the 
United States. I desire to point ou_t .that 
this Congress has fired a "shot heard 
'round the world"; in fact, our aim was 
so good that we fired it right through 
the iron curtain. 

The United States Congress has broken 
the iron curtain by the simple device of 
insisting upon its moral right to talk to 
the Russian people. . 

I am delighted to learn from Presi
dent Truman's message that our Gov
ernment is going to keep on insisting 
upon its right to talk to the Russian 
people. I think the President's state
ment that in the near future he is going 
to write a letter to President Shvernik 
is a harbinger. of a continued effort on 
the part of the Executive to make the 
peaceful aims of . our people known to 
the people of Russia. I hope we never 
give up until the iron curtain is either 
abandoned or completely discredited. 

It is my firm ·belief that -the United 
States should insist that from this time 

·forward, aff its negotiations with repre
sentatives of the Soviet Government 
must be reported in full by the Soviet 
press and radio. If that Government re
fuses this perfectly honest and reason
able request, then we have a right to 
assume that it is not negotiating in good 
faith. 

Mr. President, for 30 years the Com
. munist International has carried on a 
continued campaign of propaganda to 
blacken and defame the good name of 

·the United States and other peace-loving 
_governments. This campaign has been 
world:.. wide, but it has .reached intensity 
in the Soviet press. 'I'he resolution of 
'friendship passed by this , Congress -was 
'the biggest hole blasted in the iron cur
tain since it was first established, more 
than 30 years ago. We may be sure that 
millions of good people in Russia read 
the resolution and believed it. 

The resolution of friendship for the 
Russian people adopted by this Congress 
was widely published in the Soviet press 
and radio. The Soviet Government took 
that action, not because it wanted to, not 
because it welcomed this effort by the 
American Congress to avoid what might 
well be the most hideous war in history, 
but because failure to print the resolu
tion would ·have exposed the Russian 
Government's phony peace offensive for 
all the world to see. 

Believe me, Mr. President, like millions 
.of my fellow Americans, I would welcome 
a genuine peace offensive by the Soviet 
Government. The American system of 
liberty and free enterprise will survive 
and outlast communism in any fair 
peacetime test; but I will always be 
skeptical, suspicious, and fearful of 
Soviet peace gestures until that govern
ment tears down the iron curtain and 
permits us to talk to the Russian people. 
Why keep the iron curtain unless that 
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government has something to hide, un
less it is afraid of the Soviet people? 

Even the Kremlin's system will not be 
sufficient to mobilize the Russian people 
against us if they know the facts. The 
Soviet Government will not be able to 
make a mockery of international treaties 
and obligations once the Russian people 
know the treaty commitments made by 
the Soviet Government. 

We had striking proof of this very 
recently. The force of .world opinion 
compelled Pravda to print an article by 
Mr: Herbert Morrison, British Foreign 
Secretary. Of course, Pravda also 
printed a propaganda reply; but please 
note the fact that in this reply Pravda 
made three admissions which directly 
contradicted what the Soviet Govern
ment had previously told the world. 
Pravda admitted that the.Soviet Govern
ment runs forced-labor camps; Pravda 
admitted that the Soviet Government 
denies freedom of speech to millions of 
its citizens; Pravda admitted that the 
Soviet Government jams British broad
casts because it does not want the Rus
sian people to hear them. 

Why did Pravda acknowledge these 
truths? It did so because, for example, 
it would not dare print in Russian an 
article denying that the government 
runs forced-labor camps. Yet th~ Soviet 
Government said precisely that to ,the 
United Nations. Pravda has to be more 
careful with the truth when the Russian 
people read the article. 

It has been announced that the Soviet 
Government will send a delegation to 
San Francisco for the Japanese peace 
treaty negotiations. We may expect 
more propaganda from the Soviet 
spokesmen. I do not fear this a bit. 

I do hope our Government will take 
this occasion to demand that th!) Soviet 
Government correct a huge falsehood 
which it recently told the Russian peo
ple. I refer to the claim, widely printed 
in the Soviet press, that the -war in the 
Pacific against Japan was won by Soviet 
armies and navies. The truth is , that 
Russia entered the Pacific war only a 
brief time before the Japanese surrender. 
We should insist, as a matter of right, 
that the Soviet Government correct this 
misstatement and tell the truth to the 
Russian people. From now on, every· 
falsehood spread by the Soviet propa
ganda machine should be officially chal
lenged-with a demand that the Soviet 
people be informed of the truth. 

The textbook makers use a simple, 
graphic illustration to explain how the 
sun warms and brighten5 the earth. 
They show a sphere suspended in space, 
one-half white and the other half black. 
The shaded part is the areas of darl{
ness; on the white side, the sun is shin
ing. But the earth rotates on its axis, so 
that no portion of the earth is shut off 
continually from the light rays of the 
sun. The iron curtain never rotates and 
it never relents. A vast area of the earth 
-is kept in perpetual darkness. It is our 
duty to penetrate this darkness, and I 
think we are doing it. 

Mr. President, because of this iron cur
tain, the Soviet leaders have been able 
to run the world's biggest cohfidence 
.game for 25 years. They violate sworn 
treaties, destroy liberties, bring on wars 

like that in Korea, and then blame these 
crimes on us. They have done a pretty 
good job of getting away with this farce 
because of the iron curtain. 

Now the Soviet leaders say they want 
peace. Repentance is good for the soul. 
I shall be happy to believe this latest 
Soviet· line just as soon as they take one 
action, namely, rip away the iron cur
tain. We will gladly talk peace just as 
soon as we know our words are getting 
through to the Russian people. 
REHABILITATIONOFMIDWESTERNFLOOD-

STRICKEN AREAS-MES$AGE FROM THE 
PRESIDENT (H. DOC. NO. 228) 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a message from the President of 
the United States, which was read. 
<For President's message, see the pro
ceedings of the House of Representatives, 
at p. 10411.) 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Inasmuch as 
this message contains recommendations 
both for an immediate appropriation and 
also for legislation, the Chair takes the 
liberty of ref erring the message and 
the accompanying paper to the Commit
tee on Public Works, and also to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 
NATIONAL DEFENSE HOUSING AND COM

MUNITY FACILITIES AND SERVICES-
CONFERENCE REPORT 

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, I sub
mit a report of the committee of con
ference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the 
House to the bill (S. 349) to assist the 
provision- of housing and community 
facilities and services required in con
nection wjth the national defense, and 
I ask unanimous consent for its imme
diate consideration. The conference re
port was signed by all conferees, both 
on the part of the Senate and on the 
part of the House. The Senator from 
New York [Mr. IvEsl and the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. DOUGLAS] signed, with 
certain reservations. · 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report 
will be read for the information of the 
Senate. 

The report was read. 
<For conference report, see the pro

ceedings of the House of Representatives 
of August 21, at page 10465.) 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob
jection to the present consideration of 
the report? · 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the. report. 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from South Carolina explain 
exactly what amendments the Senate 
receded from? 

Mr. MAYBANK. I may say to my dis
tinguished friend from North Dakota 
that while the Senate conferees receded 
on a number of amendments, in point of 
importance the chief concession made 
by the Senate conferees was on the 
amendments dealing with financial aid 
to schools. In order to retain some aid 
to schools we offered the House conferees 
a compromise proposal restricting aid to 
school construction but the House would 
not yield from its position. We finally 
yielded when we were assured by the 
chairman of House Committee on Edu
cation and Labor that he would bring up 

a bill on the subject as soon as possible. 
Therefore, schools are eliminated as 
facilities eligible for financial assistance 
under the provisions of this bill. I think 
that item represented the main differ
ence of opinion. The Senator from New 
York [Mr. IVES] made that plain, in sign
ing the conference report; as did also 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. DoUGLAsl. 
They thought the school item should 
have been included. 

The Senate conferees stood adamant 
for the Senate provision as to schools 
last Friday when the conference met, 
and again this morning we stood 
adamant, but the House conferees re
fused to recede from their stand. They 
insisted that the House Committee on 
Education and Labor had been working 
on the whole problem of Federal aid to 
education, and that any attempt to in
clude a provision on that subject in this 
bill would threaten the passage of the 
conference report. The chairman of the 
House Committee on Education and 
Labor was invited to appear before the 
conference committee and explain his 
attitude on the Senate provision and 
what he intended to do as chairman of 
the committee responsible for aid to 
education. After hearing him I am sat
isfied that he will do as he promised, 
and promptly report and help secure the 
passage of a bill that will meet this very 
urgent problem of assisting in the pro
vision of education in these critical de
fense areas. 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yeld? 

Mr. MAYBANK. I yield. 
Mr. LANGER. Did the House give 

any indication whatever as to whether 
it would take care of schools at the pres
ent session of the Congress? 

Mr. MAYBANK. My information is 
that an effort will be made to amend 
Public Laws 815 and 874. We were told 
that the House committee staff was al
ready holding conferences on this sub
ject today for the purpose of determin
ing what should be done and then writing 
amendments which would take care of 
the situation. 

Mr. LANGER. I thank the Senator. 
Mr. IVES. Mr. President, will the 

Senator yield? 
Mr. MAYBANK. I yield to the Sen

ator from New York. 
Mr. IVES. Mr. President, I should 

like to point out that I really signed 
this report with great reluctance; and, 
even though I signed it, I made excep
tions of amendments 18 through 22, and 
30, all of which eliminate any aid what
ever for school construction; andjn mak
ing these exceptions, I was joined by the 
distinguished senior: Senator from Illi"." 
nois [Mr. DOUGLAS]. 

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. IVES. Would the Senator mind 
letting me complete this statement? 

Mr. MAYBANK. I merely wanted to 
make certain it was clear that hearings 
were soon to be started on Public Laws 
815 and 874, and that the Senate con
ferees were adamant that the provision 
adopted by the Senate in regard to 
schools be retained. 

After the conference on Friday, and 
after the conference today, there was 
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nothing we ·could do to break the-dead
lock except to compromise. We thought 
we had better have a housing-bill, even at 
the expense of giving up the schools item 
in the housing bill. It would · be .bad 
enough to have a bill that did not provide 
for schools, .but to have no bill at all
no schools and no housing· would be 
worse. 

Mr. IVES. Mr. President, I - was go
ing to point out the things the Senator 
from South Garolina has suggested~ I 

. think the Senate conferees deserv.e -a 
gre;:i.t deal of credit for their steadfast

; ness of purpose and · .the. determiilation 
with which they all stood in .opposi- · 

. tion to what the House conferees were
trying to do. As the distinguished 

. chairman of the committee has. -in
dicated, we recessed on Friday arid · held 
up our deliberations until this mo.rning. 
We were unable to reach a conclusion 

_this morning, and the House . con
ferees again went back, and again the 
matt~r was considered. ·I cannot speak 
for .all the. conferees, but I am not sure 
that -some of the 'House conferees we~e 
in sympathy with the instructions.which 

. they received. . I think, if 'left : to · their 
own devices, they might very easily have 
joined us in'what we were attempting to 
do. Far. be ·it froni me as ·a Member of 

· the Senate to try to interfere With what 
. any . Member of the House may desir'e 
to do. · , · 

As the _chairman of the committee 
himself has indicated, the bill is so im
portant, so far reaching, and so vital that 
in spite of this serious defect-and there 
is no excuse whatever for the defect-it 
is essential that it be passed at this time. 
That is why finally the Senator from 
Illinois and myself sjgned the report. 
with the reservation I have indicated. 

Mr .. BRICKER. Mr. President, I de
sire to concur in what has been said by 
the chairman of the committee and what 
has been said by the Senator from New. 
York, although I signed the conference 
report with full personal approval after 
the assurance of the chairman of the 
Committee on Labor and Education of 
the House that they would proceed im
mediately to the amendment of Public 
Laws 815 and 874. I believe that 'is the 
proper way to do it. Therefore I urge 
the concurrence of the Senate in the 
conference report. It is immediately 
necessary, I think, for the defense areas 
of the country that housing be pro
vided. The provision in the bill for hous
ing for veterans and for others who are 
moved into critical defense areas repre
sents, I think, a constructive program. 

Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. President, I 
shall not take the time of the Senate to 
speak on the subject other than to say 
that I concur in everything the able 
Senators from New York and Ohio and 
the able chairman of the committee have 
had to say with respect to the educa
t ional provisions of this bill. I think 
the Senate conferees did the best job 
they could do under the circumstances, 
and I recolllDJ.end the approval of the 
conference report. 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? · · 
- Mr. CAPEHART. I yield. 

Mr. WHERRY. I am very much in: 
terested in the so~called title VIII, the 

. Wherry -housing provision. Does that re
- main as the Senate passed it? 

Mr. CAPEHART. It does. 
Mr. WHERRY. Does the so-called 

Fannie May provision remain, whereby· 
money is allocated to make improve

, ments? 
Mr. CAPEHART. It amounts to 

·$200,000,000. 
Mr. WHERRY . . Mr. President, I am 

· glad to say that at long last that provi
sion is in · effect. I am not so well ac
quainted witl. the other provisions of the 

. bill, but I do feel that· the Wherry hous
ing provision is needed. I want · to say 
tnat the assistance which was given by 
the Senator ·from South Carolina and 

-.other Senators is deeply appreciated~ ·1 
visited two installations, and from the 

· tinie I'. got off the plane until I got on 
·again to return; persons said to me, "Do 
all_ you can to see that this legislation 

· is extended, because.it will· be most help
. ful in solving sifoations in many perma
. nent qases." 
: -While tam on my feet, Mr. President, 
· I shoulc like to say, because I know the 
;:chairman of · the committee is also a 
~ member of · the Committee on · Armed 
Services and the Committee on Appro-

'. priations, that to my mind, if we pass 
this bill and bases are again reactivated I 
hope thei:e will . be permanent bases so 
that -additional housing can be had. 

. Mr. MAYBANK. Let me say to the 
Senator 'that I regret that I am no longe_r 

·a member of the Committee on Armed 
Services. I am a member of the Subcom
mittee on Appropriations for· the Armed 
Services. 

Mr. WHERRY. That is a place where 
there is certainly plenty to do.relative to 
providing the necessary legislation for 
this type of housing. 

So, once again, I want to say to my 
· friend from Ohio [Mr. BRICKER], the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. CAPEHART], 
the Senator from North Dakota rMr. 
LANGER], and the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. MAYBANK] that I deeply 
appreciate the fact that title VII is · in 
the bill and that once again we can start 
to promote and finance housing units. I 
also include in the list of Senators whom 
I have mentioned the Senator ·from 
Maine [Mrs. SMITHJ, the Senator from 
Idaho [Mr. DwoRSHAK], the junior Sena
tor from Kansas [Mr. CARLSON]. I have 
already mentioned, I think, the senior 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. ScHOEPPELJ. 
I further wish to include the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. SPARKMAN]. 

Mr. IVES. The Senator from .New 
York would like to point out that one of 
the chief reasons why we were all so in
sistent that the proposed legislation must 
be passed was on account of the Wherry 
Act. 

Mr. WHERRY. I thank the Senator. 
.' Mr. BRICKER. Perhaps the Senator 
will remember that when the bill was be
fore the Senate the House insisted that 
the provisions of the Wherry bill be 
·eliminated, under the assurance that 
they would immediately proceed to the 
consideration of the defense housing bill. 
[want to say that the House committee 
·kept its word implicitly; the House con-
1curred, and it is necessary to agree to 
·this report today because after tomorrow 

. I do not believe there will be a quorum 
present in the House. 

Mr. MAYBANK. I so understand. So, 
Mr. President, instead of reading the 
short statement I have here, I ask unani
mous consent that it be printed at this 
point in the RECORD as a part of my 
remarks. · 

There being no objection, the state
ment was ordered to be printed in the 
RE~ORD, ~s f oll~ws: · 

STATEMENT BY SENATOR MAillANK 

First of all, I would like . -to point out 
that the two bills, the House version and 
the Senate -version, were· not substantially 
different when they came to . conference. 

At this fame I would Uke to discuss the 
agreement, which the conferees reached, on 

. 1!_he important matter~ which were in con- · 
troversy. 

The House had a provision which would 
relax credit controls on GI housing for 
houses S"elling for 12,000 and less, to a 6-per
cent down payment. We finally agreed, 
after much discussion, on a graduated 
sched?le of down p_ayments as follows: 
Not greater than-

4 'percent _______ :.,.:. _______ .:._ $7,000 or less 
6 percent _______________ $7,001 to $10,000 
8 percent _____________ $1Q,001 to $.12,000 

The House also had a , provision reducing 
the down payment on. nonveteran housing 
to a 20-percent down payment on ho"..lses 
selling for less than $12,000 and 10 percent 
on houses selling for less than $10,000. The 
Senate agreed to a compromise provision 
which provides a down paymen'!; graduated 
as follows: . 
Not greater than~ 

10 percent_ _______________ $7 ,000 or- less 
15 percent _________ _; ____ $7,001 to $10,000 
20 percent ___ :.._.:. _______ $10,001 to $12,000 

The House had a provision wl1ich would 
have required the suspension of -credit con
trols in those areas which were declared to . 
be critical-defense areas. Rather than .. ac
cept an ac'ross-the-board ·automatic suspen
sion of all credit controls, regardless of _tlie 
sale price of the housing, the rental · t-o be 
charged, the number to be built, or the num
ber of bedrooms per dwelling; a substitute 
amendment was ·agreed to as follows: 

"(b) second, residen.tial cr~dit restrictions 
under the Defense Production Act of 1950, 
as amended . ( 1) as to 'housing to be sold at 
$12,000 or less per unit, or 'to be rented at 
$85 or less per unit per month, shall be sus
pended with respect to the number and 
types of housing units at the sales prices or 
rentals which the President determines to 
be needed in such area for defense workers 
or military personnel, and (2) as to all 
other housing, shall be relaxed in such man
ner and to such extent as the President de
termines to be necessary and appropriate to 
obtain the production of such housing 
needed in such area for defense workers or 
military personnel." 

The Senate, as you will recall, included 
a provision in section 903 and section 908 
requiring the mortgagor to certify as to the 
cost of actual construction, but excluded 
from the amount of such cost the profit of 
the prime contractor. I was satisfied, after 
studying the provision passed by the Senate 
and after numerous discussions with the 
housing officials of the Government and 
numerous building contractors, that if the 
Senate language was retained, we would not 
get any housing built under this new title. 
The members of the House Banking Commit
tee, in the interval elapsing since the passage 
of the bill by the Senate, also had time to look 
thoroughly into this whole question. The 
confereees finally agreed to the language 
which was worked out by the House except 
for a minor proviso which requires the Com
missioner, in determ.ining actual costs to ex-
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elude kickbacks, · rebates; and normal trade , 
discounts. The Senate conferees agreed . to . 
include this modified version of the cost 
certification provisions in section 908 relating 
to mJJlti_family rental housing_; but to ex- . 
elude it cnti~ely with respect to one- and 
two-family housing under section 903. 

The Senate bill provided for a $1,500,000,- · 
000 authorization for FHA insurance, but 
limited it to use -in critical defense areas. 
In the meanti_me the funds for the regular 
FHA program were practically-.... exhausted. 
The Senate conferees, therefore, agreed with · 
the House to permit the $1,500.,000,000 au
thorization to be used in- both critical de
fense areas and for the regular FHA pro
gram, with the assurance that .priority would . 
be given to insured housing in .critical. de
fense areas. 

. The House !:?.ill contained. ~ pi:ovi_sion. for a . 
$500,000,000 advance commitment aut~ori
zation for FNMA to be used fol'. Wherry hous- · 
ing, progrl:!-med _housing iri critical defense 
areas an.ct for · hol.!sing in. disaster areas. 
The authorization would be available until -
March 1, 1952: The Senate conferees were · 
very reluctant to accept any provision.which · 
would reinstitute the ·provisions which · we 
eliminated in the H;ousing Act of 1950 regard
ing advance commitments by FNMA. How- . 
ever, we were very aware and concerned over 
the tight mortgage-credit situation that has 
developed in the last few months and which 
has practically· brought to a · halt the ·defense 
housing in critical defense areas. The · Sen- . 
ate · conferees, therefore, agreed to a re
stricted program· of advance commitments. 
The amendment agreed to provide · for an 
advance commitment program of $200,000,-
000 for a period up ·to December 31, 1951. 
While the conferees . were . apprised of . the 
fact that the volume of defense and mmtary 
housing already outstanding and not perma
nently financed amounts to more than $200,-
000,000, the Senate confereees were unwill
ing, in view of the previous experience with 
~dvance· commitments, to autp.'orize any . 
larger program. It is our feeling that if the 
progr~m is adminis~ered strictly and with 
the mortgage-credit ·situation beginning to 
improve, that the sum authorized will be 
sufficient. 

The Senate bill provided authority for 
financial assistance for the construction, 
maintenance, and operation of schools in 
.critical defen5e areas. The House struck 
this provision-out on the floor Of the House. 
After very lengthy discussions anq after 
trying to compromise by limiting financial 
assistance to school construction, the Senate 
conferees finaliy receded to the House, but 
with assurance from the members of the 
House Banking Committee, . the_ chairman of 
the House Education and Labor Committee 
and the House leadership that prompt action 
would be taken in enacting a bill which 
would provide for the critically needed school 
facilities in defense housing areas. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. President, I do 
not desire to delay consideration of the 
conference report, but I hope the report 
will not be agreed to until I have had 
an opportunity to say a few words re
garding my own stand on the bill, and 
particularly the provision relating to a'id 
for education. I believe that in every 
act of this type during World War II 
and during mobilization immediately 
preceding that war we provided for edu
cational aids along with the construc
tion of defense housing and other com
munity facilities. Every Member of the 
Senate conferees was very strongly in 
favor o.f continuing that type of aid in 
'connection with this proposed legisla
tion, but, as the chairman and other 
members of the committee have so well 
said, the House conferees were simply 
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adamant and ·to-Id -us -in no uncertain, 
words that, regardless of their own . 
wishes in the matter, they were up 
against a very practical situation in the 
House of Representatives, which made . 
it necessary · for them to stand . out ' 
against this provision. In spite of that, 
a majority of the Senate conferees con
sistently voted against accepting any . 
compromise. 
· Mr. MAYBANK. If I am not mis

taken, we had at least four votes in the . 
cpnference. · 

Mr. SPARKMAN. . That is correct. 
Finally, the chairman of the House Com- :. 
mittee ori Education u.nd Labor made a : 
statement to the effect that nis commit- ' 
tee was at that time preparing an 
amendment to Public· Law 815 and Pub- . 
lie Law 874, which we passed in the last . 
Congress, providing . for schools. The · 
only draw-back under those laws is that · 
they allow the· help to be extended only . 
~fter the 'need has actually 'developed. : 
In other words, the need cannot be an- . 
ticipated. Of course, the very essence ·of 
the bill is to anticipate the need .that 
is going to develop in the various de-: 
fense areas. But it is.the plan to ain·end . 
those two laws so that the need can be 
anticipated -and appropriate provision · 
can be made. · · 

~ Mr. President; I ·stood out to the very 
l~st for the provision with respect '. 
to ~ducational aid until I, and I think 
all the other members .of the Sen- ' 
ate conference group, 'saw that it ' was 
virtually. hopeless to get an agreement 
in the conf ere.nee· unless we worked out. 
some satisfactory arrangement, or some 
arrangement such as was made. Based 
tjpon the promise of the House leader
ship and the promise of the chairman 
of the Committee on Education and 
Labor of the House that the action I 
J:iave indicated would be taken, we finally 
agreed to accept the report. 
- I feel exactly as does the distinguished 

·Senator from New York and the distin
guished Senator ' from Illinois, who in 
s_igriing the conference reports signed 
with reservations. However, I did not 
sign with reservations. I say this not in 
criticism of their having so signed, but 
in explanation of my own position as 
well as theirs. 

Mr. BRICKER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. SPARKMAN. I shall be glad to 
yield after I finish just one thought. 

Mr. President, I view it in this way: 
Legislation at its best is a compromise 
between conflicting views, and somebody 
must carry the responsibility of making 
legislation possible. Had a majority of 
the Senate conferees signed with reser
vations with respect to the amendment 
there simply would have been a failure 
to agree as to those amendments. I feel 
~hat we need this proposed legislation, 
and we need it now even though we are 
not getting all we want. It was for that 
reason that I signed the report con
taining the reservations, and that was 
true of the other conferees. 

Mr. BRICKER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. SPARKMAN. I yield. 
Mr. BRICKER. Does the Senator 

agree with me that if Public Law 815 

with regard to construction of schools, . 
and Public Law 874 for. maintenance and 
operation, properly amended, particu
larly Public Law 815 to take into antici
pation the present particular needs in 
the field of education, and further, to . 
meet any immediate future needs, there 
are adequate . funds in both appropria
tions? 

Mr. SPARKMAN. I think the Senator 
has stated the proposition, and probably 
that woulg be the more orderly way of 
doing it since the laws referred to are 
on the statute books: 
, Mr. BRICKER. I agree with the Sen- · 

a tor. · - ·· · 
: Mr. SPARKMAN. ·I think all of us . 

were anxious that we be given assurance 
that action be taJrnn during this session 
of Congress, and I feel that that wa.s 
about the only assurance we coulcf ob-
tajn. · 

.' Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, will the 
Senator_yield? · · · 
· Mr. S~ARKMAN . . I yield. 
. Mr. L.ANGER. May I.ask the Senator 

now long in his judgment he believes the 
qelay will be?° · · 
· ' 'Mr. SPARiq!AN. I do not b~lieve it 
will mean any delay for the simple -rea- · 
son ·that ·if the · legislation were passed 
tpis ;v:ea:r i_t would probably be .several 
months before any . one of the projects 
could be programed. I would ·say that 
if we did riot get it done during the pres
ent session of Congress there might· be 
some gelay toward the eariy part of next 
year,· but I th~nk if we can get this · ac
tion taken during the present session of 
Congress there will be no delay. 

Mr. SCHOEPPEL. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 
·· Mr. SPARKMAN. I yield. 

Mr. SCHOEPPEL. I desire to ask the 
chairman of the committee a question 
relating to direct loans to veterans. · 

·Mr . . SPARKMAN. I had not quite 
finished. I may say to the able Senator 
from Kansas that I was going to mention 
that subject very briefly in the remarks 
I am making. 
. I wish to cover just one or two points 

very briefly. One of them is that the 
provision for direct loans to veterans is 
written into the bill exactly as · it had 
passed the Senate, but I think it will be 
well to add one word of caution. When 
the direct-loans provision to veterans was 
written illto the law in the Housing Act 
of 1950, I believe it was, the total author
ized amount was $150,000,000. I do not 
know how much of that has been expend
ed. In this bill it is provided that, as 
loans are collected upon, the money goes 
back to the revolving fund, or as mort
gages are sold in the open market the 
proceeds will go back into that fund. 
However, the amount in the revolving 
fund is not enough to take care of a great 
many veterans loans. I believe it is a 
good provision, and .as long as it is care
fully and wisely administered I think 
it is a good back-up arrangement for 
veterans loans. 

The time may come when we may need 
to expand that fund, although we did 
not feel that way when we adopted the 
amendment some time ago, and it may 
not be necessary. If the mortgage mar
ket becomes good again it may very well 
be that that original $150,000,000 w~ 
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be sufficient always to keep revolving, but 
I am not certain. ' 

Mr. SCHOEPPEL. I want to say, as I 
pointed out to the Senate, that is the 
situation which may develop. I am glad 
that the bill provides for the direct-loan 
feature. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. Along that line, I 
wish to give one other word of caution. 
The able chairman of the committee 
mentioned, ·in answer to a query from 
the distinguished leader, the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. WHERRY] that we 
had made some provision for Fannie 
May-the Federal National Mortgage 
Association-to buy in mortgages. Sen
ators will remember that because of 
th:e-

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. SPARKMAN. I yield. 
Mr. MAYBANK. Of course, I had ex

pected, as the distinguished Senator 
from Indiana did, that we would put 
$200,000,!)00 in the fund to cover not only 
the Wherry housing but the other mort
gages as well, and thereby at least re
lieve the mortgage market at the present 
time to the extent of $200,000,000. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. That is correct. I 
was going to say that Senators may re
call that a year and a half or 2 years 
ago the activities of Fannie May had 
become so vigorous in making advance 
commitments, that is commitments far 
ahead of actual construction, that all the 
money had become obligated. So in the 
act of 1950 we wrote certain restrictions 
into the law. Now we are releasing some 
of those restrictions in the conference 
report, so as to permit, as the chairman 
has pointed out, some flexibility in the 
handling of Wherry housing and hous
ing in critical defense areas with respect 
to units that have been certified. The 
amount of money available for that is 
$200,000,000. The money for that pur
pose is available only until December 31 
of this year. That much Wherry hous
ing and critical defense housing has al
ready been authorized, and unless the 
mortgage market opens up before De
cemtier 31 we are certainly going to be 
caught short of available funds for the 
purchase of these mortgages. 

Mr. President, if time permitted I 
should like to speak at greater length. 
l would like to express myself at this 
time as to the need for some kind of an 
arrangement whereby there will be 
ready mortgage money for the purchase 
of these mortgages. I hope that the 
whole building industry, the Mortgage 
Bankers Association, the various organ
izations that are interested in building 
and financing homes in America, may 
get around to the point some time of 
setting up their own organization to 
handle these mortgages so that the Gov
ernment can get out of the field. No
body connected with housing in the 
Banking and Currency Committee or in 
the Senate or anywhere else, I believe, 
wants the Government to do this job. 
We would much rather that private en
terprise do the job. I hope the time will 
come when it can be done, and when it 
will not be necessary to stand on the 
floor of the Senate and urge that millions 
of dollars be made available for FNMA. 

and that millions of dollars be made 
available for direct loans to veterans. I 
do not know how it can be done, but-

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. SPARKMAN. I yield. 
Mr. MAYBANK. I ask the Senator 

if he does not believe that it is worth 
while to consider the possibility of open
ing up the veterans' pension fund or in
surance fund for investment in veterans' 
mortgages. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. That idea was sug
gested to me only recently. I had not 
given it a great deal of thought. I real
ize that there may be some things about 
it which I have not yet considered, but 
it seems to me that with the Government 
guaranteeing veterans' loans at 4 percent 
interest, it certainly would be a good 
field for investment for the veterans' na
tional life insurance fund. It seems to 
me that it would be a good field in 
which that fund might very well invest 
at a higher rate of interest than it is now 
possible to get. 

Mr. MAYBANK. Such loans would 
have behind them mortgages on houses 
in addition to the credit of the United 
States Government. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. Yes. They would 
be real estate mortgages. I wish to call 
the attention of the chairman to the 
fact that not only would there be real
estate mortgages behind the loans-

Mr. MAYBANK. Which would be bet
ter assets. 

Mr. SPARKI\'1:AN. But they would 
be real-estate mortgages guaranteed by 
the Federal Government itself, guaran
teed by the very agency which is admin
istering the life insurance fund. For the 
life of me I cannot see why that would 
not be a good investment field. I hope 
Senators will be thinking about that pro
posal, because we might in that way 
make it possible to handle veterans• 
loans. 

Mr. President, there are many fea- · 
tures about the conference report and 
the bill which I should welcome an op
portunity to discuss if I had time. 

The Senate passed the bill on April 9. 
It has been a long, rather hard struggle. 
We passed it when we passed the Defense 
Production Act. We repassed different 
features of it at other times. It has been 
a long, hard fight to get to the point we 
have now reached, in the final enactment 
of this measure. I believe that, by and 
large, it is a good measure, and that it 
represents about the best compromise we 
could get between the Senate and the 
House. 

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to have . printed in 
the RECORD a statement by one of the 
conferees, the distinguished Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. DOUGLAS], who unfor .. 
tunately was unable to be present today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER <Mr. IVES 
in the chair). Without objection, the 
statement will be printed in the RECORD. 

The statement is as follows: 
STATEMENT BY SENATOR DOUGLAS CONCERNING 

THE CONFERENCE REPORT ON THE DEFENSE 
HOUSING BILL (S. 349) 
I have signed the conference report on 

S. 349, the defense housing bill, except as 
to the House amendments which completely 

delete any aid to schools, either for opera
tion and maintenance or for construction. 
AB to operation and maintenance, I realize 
that the.re is considerable controversy as 
to the permissible scope of the aid. That 
controversy in no way applies to school con
struction, an issue which all parties agree 
has been settled on constitutional grounds. 
Therefore, I am willing to yield to the House 
concerning operation and maintenance, but 
not as to school construction. I think it 
is tragic for the Congress to enact a bill 
to aid defense communities without making 

- any provision for schools. There is no con
troversy as to school construction, and I 
think it wrong to yield on this matter for 
fear of stirring up unrelated controversies. 
I can only urge now that the House and 
Senate take early action in amending Public 
Laws 815 and 874 of the Eighty-first Con
gress, so as to enable aid to schools to be 
effected in anticipation of abnormal bur
dens on federally impacted school districts, 
and not merely after the children have al
ready moved into the area, and the facilities 
are already overloaded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the confer· 
ence report. 

The report was agreed to. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION 

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, I 
move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Senate proceeded to the consideration 
of executive business. 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGE REFERRED 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. IVES 
in the chair) laid before the Senate a. 
message from the President of the United 
States submitting sundry · nominations, 
which was ref erred to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

<For nominations this day received, 
see the end of Senate proceedings.) 
EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMI'ITEES 

The following favorable reports of 
nonminations were submitted: 

By Mr. GEORGE, from the Committee on · 
I"inance: 

Nora· M. Harris, of Connecticut, to be col· 
lector of customs for customs collection dis
trict No. 6, with headquarters at Bridgeport, 
Conn. 

By Mr. McCARRAN, from the Committee 
on the Judiciary: 

Joseph Samuel Perry of Illinois to be a 
United States district judge for the 'northern 
district of Illinois, vice Elwyn R. Shaw, de· 
ceased. 

By Mr. CONNALLY, from the Committee 
on Foreign Relations: 

Isador Lubin, of New York, the United 
States representative on the United Nations 
Economic and Social Council, to serve con
currently and without additional compensa
tion as the representative of the United 
States on the Advisory Committee to the 
Agent General of the United Nations .Korean 
Reconstruction Agency; 

Waldemar J. Gallman, of New York, a 
Foreign Service officer of the class of career 
minister, to be Ambassador Extraordinary 
and Plenipotentiary of the United States of 
America to the Union of South Africa; and 

Harold Sims, of Tennessee, and sundry 
other persons .for appointment or promotion 
1n the diplomatic and foreign service. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there 
be no further reports of committees, the 
clerk will state the nomination on the 
Executive Calendar. · 
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HOME LOAN BANK BO,ARP 

The legislative clerk read the nomina
tion of Kenneth G. Heisler to be a mem
ber of the Home Loan Bank Board. 

Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. President, re
serving the right to obje~t-and I do 
not know that I am going to object-I 
inquire if this nomination was approved 
unanimously by the committee? 

Mr. MAYBANK. It was unanimously 
approved by the committee, with the 
understanding that the nominee would 
not serve in connection with the Cali
fornia case. 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, this 
nomination came up last Friday, I be
lieve. 

Mr. MAYBANK. The Senator is 
correct. 

Mr. WHERRY. I believe I asked to 
have it go over. I knew that some 
Senator had spoken to me about it. I 
have since learned what it is all about. 

The Committee on Banking and Cur
. rency is to be congratulated on its action 
in upholding the highest standards of 
ethics in government. 

In recommending the confirm~ion of 
Kenneth G. Heisler as a member of 
the Home Loan Bank Board, the com
mittee required and obtained a letter 
from the nominee disqualifying him 
from participating as a Board member 
in administrative hearings to decide 
matters in which Nominee Heisler, as 
general counsel, had drawn administra
tive orders and otherwise participated. 

This splendid example set by Mr. 
Heisler could well be fallowed by the 
other two Board members, Mr. Divers 
and Mr. Adams. No man should act as 
judge in his own case, nor pass upon 
his own testimony as a witness testifying 
before himself. 

I do not remember which Senator 
spoke to me about the nomination. I 
believe that t.he course which has been 
followed is the correct course to fallow, 
and I think the Senate Committee on 
Banking and Currency is deserving of 
commendation. 

Mr. MAYBANK. I will say to the dis
tinguished Senator from Nebraska that 
the chairman of the subcommittee, the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. FREAR], 
told me that he had spoken to the mi
nority leader. 

Mr. WHERRY. Yes. I have no ob
jection whatever to the nomination. I 
am simply commending the Committee 
on Banking and Currency for its pro
cedure in this particular instance, which 
I think should have been followed in the 
case of the other two members of the 
Board. I certainly think it ought to be 
followed as a formula in connection with 
any other nomination with respect to 
whiqh'. the nominee has been sitting, 
really, to examine himself. 

Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. President, the 
Senate Committee on Banking and Cur
rency is an excellent committee. This 
is an example of its high efficiency and 
the way it handles all matters .. 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I con
cur in those remarks. I think it is a 
wonderful committee, and I wish to com
pliment the committee and each individ
ual member thereof for the high ethics 
displayed. in this particular case. 

Mr. SCHOEPPEL. Mr. President, 
when this nomination came before mem
bers of the committee I was privileged, 
as a member of the subcommittee, to be 
present and hear certain testimony 
which was taken. I, together with the 
other members of the Banking and Cur
rency Committee, heard this testimony, 
and I was impressed with the idea that 
here was a man who should disqualify 
himself from further hearings in con
nection with certain matters. That is 
what he has agreed to do. 

There was one thing, however, which 
impressed itself upon me as a member 
of the subcommittee, and that was the 
matter in California which, as some have 
said, and are still saying, has been drag
ging for a considerable length of time. I 
am hopeful that at some time in the near 
future those matters can be harmonized 
and resolved and brought to a successful 
conclusion. I believe that with the atti
tude manifested by Mr. Heisler that may 
be possible. 

Mr. MAYBANK. I thank the Senator. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

question is, Will the Senate advise and 
consent to the nomination of Kenneth 
G. Heisler to be a member of the Home 
Loan Bank Board? Without objection, 
the nomination is confirmed, and, with
out objection, the President will be im
mediately notified. 

RECESS 

Mr. ¥AYBANK. As in legislative ses
sion, I move that the Senate stand in 
recess until 12 o'clock noon tomorrow. 

The motion was agreed to; and <at 
6 o'clock and 16 minutes p. m.) the . 
Senatjl took a recess until tomorrow, 
Tuesday, August 21, 1951, at 12 o'clock 
meridian. 

NOMINATIONS 

Executive nominations .received by the 
Senate August 20 (legislative day of Au
gust 1), 1951: 

IN THE NAVY 

Richard D : S. Rickard (Naval ROTC) to be 
_a".l ensign in the Navy. 

The following-named (civilian - college 
graduates) to be lieutenants (junior grade) 
in the Medical Corps of the Navy: 

David B. Johns 
Donald C. Kent 
Joseph M. Sanderlin 
The following-named (civilian college 

graduates) to be lieutenants (junior grade) 
in the Chaplain Corps of the Navy: 
Willis J. Forsyth Albert S. M. Kirkland 
John Grabowski George B. Lanning 
Edwin S. Jones James C. Moore 
Justin A. Kane warren D. Trumbo 
James J. Killeen 
· The following-named (civilian college 
graduates) to be lieutenants (junior grade) 
in the Dental Corps of the Navy: 
Eugene T. Barish Roy C. McNett 
Frank L. Gliottone . George W. Thompson 
Henry H. Hicks Jr. 
William G. Hutchinsm 

The following-named officers to be lieu
tenants (junior grade) in the line of the 
Navy (special duty officers) : 

Frank A. Nelson Robert L. Piper 
Arthur L. Whipkey, enlisted ·man of the 

Navy, to be a lieutenant (junior grade) for 
temporary appointment in the line of the 
Navy. 

CONFIRMATION 

Executive nomination confirmed by 
the Senate August 20 (legislative day of 
August 1), 1951: 

HOME LOAN BANK BOARD 

Kenneth G. Heisler, of Washington, to be 
a member of the Home Loan Bank Board for 
the remainder of the term expiring June 
30, 1953. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
MONDAY, AUGUST 20, 1951 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. Bernard Bras

kamp, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 

Almighty God, as we enter upon a 
week of serious business may we feel 
that it is our highest wisdom and most 
sacred privilege to bring our spirits into 
a closer union with Thy spirit . 

May all our desires and aspirations be 
brought into such a blessed harmony 
with Thy divine will that we, too, may 
be able to say, "The Father and I are 
one." 

Make us tireless in our efforts, un
wavering in our loyalty, unfaltering in 
our courage, and invincible in our hope 
as we labor together to establish the 
kingdom of peace and righteousness. 

Show us how we may successfully 
combat and conquer the many evil and 
sinister forces which are seeking to un
dermine our democratic way of life and 
cause hatred and estrangement between 
the nations of the earth. 

We pray that our President, our 
Speaker, the leaders and Members of 
Congress, and our representatives in the 
United Nations may be wise and saga
cious politicians, statesmen, and diplo
mats in the things of moral and spiritual 
value as they strive for good will and 
brotherhood among men. 

Hear us in the name of the Prince 
of Peace. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Fri
day, August 17, 1951, was read and ap
proved. · 

INVOLUNTARY CONVERSION OF 
PROPERTY 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 1 

unanimous consent for the present con
sideration of the bill (H. R. 3590) relat
ing to the income-tax treatment of gain 
realized on an involuntary conversion 
of property. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from North 
Carolina? 

Mr. SIMPSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
hope the chairman of the Ways and 
Means Committee will make a brief ex
planation of this bill to the House. The 
bill was reported unanimously from the 
Ways and Means Committee. 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Speaker, this 
bill was introduced by me at the request 
of the Atomic Energy Commission in 
order to remove unnecessary restrictions 
in the provisions of the Internal Revenue 
Code which exempt from ·tax the gain 
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from the sale of property involuntarily 
converted to the extent that the pro
ceeds from the converted property are 
expended in the acquisition of .replace
ment property similar in purpose or use. 
The nonrecognition of gain applies in 
the case of destruction of property, theft, 
or seizure, or an exercise of the power of 
acquisition or condemnation or the 
threat or imminence thereof. 

Under existing law, however, gain is 
recognized if, before receipt of the pro
ceeds for the converted property, the 
taxpayer purchases replacement prop
erty, since in those cases it is not possible 
to trace the proceeds from the converted 
property directly into subsequently ac
quired property in accordance with the 
strict statutory provisions. Other prob
lems have arisen in cases in which the 
taxpayer uses a part of the proceeds 
from the converted property to pay of! 
a mortgage and uses only the balance iri 
acquisition of replacement property. 

The bill eliminates the requirement of 
existing law that the taxpayer, in order 
for gain not to be recognized, must trace 
the same dollars from the converted 
property into the replacement property. 
The amendments would be applicable 
with respect to taxable years ending 
after December 30, 1950. 

The need for prompt enactment of this 
legislation is set forth in a letter dated 
May 15, 1951, addressed to the chairman 
of the Committee on Ways and Means 
from the Chairman of the United States 
Atomic Energy Commission. 

Although proposals were received for 
broadening still further the relief 
granted by the bill, it was the unani
mous decision of the Committee on Ways 
and Means that the relief should be 
granted within the basic framework of 
existing law requiring that the replace
ment property be similar or related in 
service or use to the property converted. 
To permit the taxpayer to defer gain 
while changing the nature of his invest
ment would be a serious departure from 
the policy of existing law which the 
Committee on Ways and Means believes 
should not be allowed. 

Mr. Speaker, it is important that this 
bill be promptly enacted. 

Mr. Speaker. I ask unanimous consent 
that the Clerk read the letter I received 
from the Atomic Energy Commission, 
and then if there is any further explana
tion necessary, I will be glad to make i_t. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from North 
Carolina? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

UNITED STATES 
ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION, 
Washington, D. C., May 15, 1951. 

Hon. ROBERT L. DOUGHTON, 
Chairman, Committee .on Ways and 

Means, House of Representatives. 
DEAR MR. DOUGHTON: We note that, fol

lowing our conversations with you, Repre
sentative DURHAM, members of your com
mittee staff, and representatives of the Treas
ury Department, you have introduced H. R. 
3590 to extend the provisions of section 112 
(f) of the Internal Revenu~ Code to situa
tions where taxpayers made anticipatory 
purchases of similar property. 

As you know, the Commission is acquiring 
over 200,000 acres of land in South Carolina 

for the construction and operation of a 
major production facility. As of November 
28, 1950, approximately 1,500 families lived 
on, and approximately 3,000 separate tracts 
of land were contained on, this site. It ls 
expected that in many instances individuals 
will desire to purchase replacement property 
on which to relocate before re.ceipt of pay
ment for their present properties. Such pur
chases have already been made in some cases. 
Under the present section 112 (f) of the 
Internal Revenue Code an inequitable tax 
result obtains, since such individuals will 
realize a taxable gain on the compelled sale 
of their present properties, whereas those 
individuals who wait to purchase new prop
erties until after they are paid for the old 
will realize no taxable gain. 

The inequities inherent in the existing 
section 112 (f) (which H. R. 3590 is intended 
to correct) are causing some degree of ill
feeling toward the Atomic Energy Commis
sion and the Government generally on the 
part of the residents. This is placing a strain 
upon our relationships with the inhabitants 
of the area whose continued good will and 
coopera~ion ls important to the success of 
our program. 

Accordingly, we would deeply appreciate 
any action you might take to expedite con
sideration of this bill. 

Sincerely yours, 
UNITED STATES ATOMIC ENERGY 

COMMISSION, 
GORDON DEAN, Chairman. 

Mr. CURTIS of Nebraska. Mr. 
Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
am supporting this bill. I think it might 
be said, however, that the bill is general 
in its application and not confined to 
the incident in connection with the 
Atomic Energy Commission. I also would 
like to point out that it does not bring 
about a new principle of taxation but 
makes an existing principle more prac
tical and more workable to the end that 
greater justice will be done. 

Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Speaker, further 
reserving the right to object, I would 
like to have the attention of the chair
man. First of all I assure him that I 
am not going to object. As the gentle
man knows, I have, in whatever capacity 
was mine here, cooperated with the 
Committee on Ways and Means in ex
pediting the work of the House of Rep
resentatives and the Congress. Now, as 
the gentleman from North Carolina is 
a ware, many of us from Indiana and 
other parts of the country are concerned 
with what has come to be a crisis in 
respect to Indiana's welfare fund by rea
son of a ruling by the Federal Security 
Administrator, Mr. Ewing. 

The gentleman ·from North Carolina 
knows that there are pending before his 
committee several bills looking to the 
matter of dealing with that situation. 
As I understand, an attempt was made 
to take some action last week. This ac
tion, however, was blocked by a point of 
order to the effect that the House was 
in session. I wonder if the gentleman 
could say anything to me at this time as 
to when the Committee on Ways and 
Means might be in executive session 
either to report out one of those bills or 
to schedule one of them or all of them 
for hearings, looking to action on the 
matter. 

Mr. DOUGHTON. The chairman of 
the committee at the request of two 
members of the committee, each of 
whom · had introduced bills bearing on 

this subject, called a meeting of the com
mittee one day last week, and the point 
of order was made that the House was 
in session; consequently, the point of 
order was sustained and the matter went 
over. 

As far as the chairman of the com
mittee is concerned, if"the proponents of 
one or both of those bills are still inter
ested in the ·consideration of the bills, it 
will be the purpose of the chairman to 
call the committee into session as soon 
as practicable, as soon as we think there 
is a quorum in town, or as soon as it is 
practicable to hold a session without the 
possibility of a point of order being 
raised, in order that the bills m'ay be con
sidered. 

The chairman of the committee is the 
servant of the committee and always 
tries, as far as he can, to serve not only 
the majority of the committee but each 
member of the committee who has a bill 
the consideration of which he desires. 
As far as the chairman is concerned, · 
there will be no neglect on his part with 
respect to these bills any more than of 
any other bills. 

Mr. HALLECK. I would want the 
gentleman from North Carolina to know 
that in anything I have said I did not 
question his position at all or his ac
tion. I have for him the highest regard, 
as he knows. My inquiry is a result 
solely of the extreme importance and 
urgency of this matter. I am quite sure 
the members of the committee who 
sought the meeting before are still of the 
opinion that there should be such a 
meeting. I trust that in the near future 
some action can be taken. 

Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my reserva
tion of the right to object. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from North 
Carolina? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That (a) section 112 (f) 

of the Internal Revenue Code (relating to in
voluntary conversions) is hereby amended to 
read as follows: 

"(f). Involuntary conversion: If property 
(as a result of its destruction in whole or in 
part, theft, seizure, or requisition or con
demnation or threat or imminence thereof) 
ls compulsorily or involuntarily converted-

"(l) Conversion into similar property: Into 
property similar or related in service .or use 
to the property so converted, no .gain shall be 
recognized. 

"(2) Conversion into money where dispo
sition occurred prior to 1951: Into money, 
and the disposition of the converted property 
occurred before January 1, 1951, no gain shall 
be recognized if such money is forthwith in 
good faith, under regulations prescribed by 
the Secretary, expended in the acquisition of 
other property similar or related in service 
or use to the property so converted, or in 
the acquisition of control of a corporation 
owning such other property, or in the estab
lishment of a replacement fund. If any part 
of the money is not so expended, the gain 
shall be recognized to the extent of the 
money which is not so expended (regardless 
of whether such money is received in one or 
more taxable years and regardless of whether 
or not the money which is not so expended 
constitutes gain) . For the purposes of this 
paragraph and paragraph (3), the term 'dis
position of the converted property.' means 
the destruction, theft, seizure, requisition, or 
condemnation of the converted property, or 
the sale or exchange of such property under 
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threat or imminence of requisition or con-. 
demnation. 

"(3) Conversion into money where disposi
tion occurred after 1950: Into money or into 
property not similar or related in service or 
use to the converted property, and the dis
position of the converted property (as defined 
in paragraph (2)) occurred after December 
31, 1950, the gain (if any) shall be recognized 
except to the extent hereinafter provided in 
this paragraph: 

"(A) Nonrecognition of gain: If the tax
payer during the period specified in ·subpara
graph (B), for the purpose of replacing the 
property so converted, purchases other prop
erty similar or related in service or use to the 
property so converted, or purchases stock in 
the acquisition of control of a corporation 
owning such other property, at the election 
of the taxpayer the gain shall be recognized 
only to the extent that the amount realized 
upon such conversion (regardless of whether 
such amount is received in one or more tax
able years) exceeds the cost of such other 
property or such stock. Such election shall 
be m ade at such time and in such manner as 
the Secretary may by regulations prescribe. 
For the purposes of this paragraph-

" ( ! ) no property or stock acquired before 
the disposition of the converted property 
shall be considered to have been acquired 
for the purpose of replacing such converted 
property unless held by the taxpayer on the 
date of such disposition; and 

"(ii) the taxpayer shall be considered to 
have purchased property or stock only if, but 
for the provisions of section 113 (a) (9), the 
unadjusted basis of such property or stock 
would be its cost within the meaning of sec
tion 113 (a). 

"(B) Period within which property must be 
replaced: The period referred to in subpara
graph (A) shall be the period beginning with 
the date of the disposition of the converted 
property, or the earliest date of the threat 
or imminence of requisition or condemnation 
of the converted property, whichever is the 
earlier, and ending-

"(i) one year after the close of the first 
taxable year in which any part of the gain 
upon the conversion is· realized, or 

"(ii) subject to such terms and conditions 
as may be specified by the Secretary, at the 
close of such later date as the Secretary may 
designate upon application by the taxpa~er. 
such application shall be made at such time 
and in such manner as the Secretary may by 
regulations prescribe. . 

"(C) Time for assessment of deficiency a:t
tributable to gain upon conversion: If a tax
payer has made the election provided in sub- -
paragraph (A), then (i) the statutory period 
for the assessment of any deficiency, for any 
taxable year in which any part of the gain 
upon such conversion is realized, attributable 
to such gain shall not expire prior to the ex
piration of 3 years from the date the Secre
tary is notified by the taxpayer (in such man
ner as the Secretary may by regulations pre
scribe) of the replacement of the converted 
property or of an intention not to repla?e, 
and (ii) such deficiency may be asses~ed prior 
to the expiration of such·3-year period not
withstanding the provisions of section 272 
(f) or the provisions of any other law or rule 
of law which would otherwise prevent such 
assessment. 

" (_p) Time for assessment of other de
ficie~cies attributable to election: If the elec
tion provided in subparagraph (A) is made 
by the taxpayer and such other property or 
such stock was purchased prior to the be
ginning of the last taxable year in which any 
part of the gain upon such conversion is re
alized, any deficiency, to the extent result
ing from such election, for any taxable year 
ending before such last taxable year may be 
assessed (notwithstanding the provisions of 
section 272 (f) or 275 or the provisions of any 
other law or rule of law which would other
wise prevent such assessment) at any time 

before the expiration of the period within 
. which a deficiency for such last taxable year 
may be assessed." 

(b) Section 276 of the Internal Revenue 
Code (relating to period of limitation upon 
assessment and collection) ls hereby amend
ed by ad.ding at the end thereof the follow
ing: 

'.'(e) Involuntary conversion: In· the case 
of a deficiency described in section 112 (f) 
(3) (C) or (D), such deficiency may be as
sessed at any time prior to the expiration of 
the time therein provided." 

SEC. 2. Paragraph (9) of section 113 (a) of 
the Internal Revenue Code (relating to un
adjusted basis of property acquired as the 
result of an involuntary conversion) is here
by amended by striking out "section .112 
(f)" and inserting in lieu thereof "section 
112 (f) (1) or (2) ", and by adding at the 
end of such paragraph the following new 
sentence: "In the case of property purchased 
by the taxpayer which resulted, under the 
provisions of section 112 (f) (3), in the non
recognition of any part of the gain realized 
as the result of a compulsory or involuntary 
conversion, the basis shall be the cost of such 
property decreased in the amount of the gain 
not so recognized; and if the property pur
chased consists of more than one piece of 
property, the basis determined under this 
sentence shall be allocated to the purchase 
of properties in proportion to their respec
tive costs." 

SEC. 3. The amendments made by this act 
shall be applicable only with respect to tax
able years ending after December 31, 1950, 
except that the provisions of section 112 (f) 
( 3) , and the provisions of section 113 (a) ( 9) , 
of the Internal Revenue Code as amended. by 
this act shall also be applicable to any tax
able year ending prior to January l, 1951, 
in which (a) any gain was realized upon the 
conversion of property and the disposition of 
such converted property occurred (within the 
meaning of such section 112 (f) (3)) after 
December 31, 1950, or (b) the basis of prop
erty · is affected by an election made under 
the provisions of section 112 (f) (3) of such 
code. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

INDUSTRIAL ALCOHOL PERMITS 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the bill <H. R. 4014) to 
amend section 3121 of the Internal 
Revenue Code. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection 

to the request of the gentleman from 
North Carolina? 

Mr. SIMPSON of Pennsylvania. Re
serving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 
I wish the chairman would make a brief 
explanation of the bill. 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Speaker, this 
bill is designed to make available to the 
officials charged with regulation of in
dustrial alcohol the power to require by 
subpena the attendance and testimony 
of witnesses and the production of docu
mentary evidence at hearings in con
nection with denials and revocations of 
industrial alcohol permits. Similar au
thority has already been vested in the 
Secretary of the Treasury in cases in
volving beverage liquor permits under 
the Federal Alcohol Administration Act. 

The Treasury Department has recom
mended this legislation not only because 
it would lead to more effective adminis-

tration of the industrial alcohol permit 
system, but also to insure conformity 
with the provision of the Administrative 
Procedure Act requiring that oral or doc
umentary evidence received in hearings 
must ·be supported by "reliable, proba
tive, and·substantial evidence," and that 
every party must have the right to pre
sent his case by oral or documentary evi
dence, to submit rebuttal evidence, and 
to cross-examine so as to permit the full 
and true disclosure of the facts. 

Up to the present time affidavits have 
been used as evidence in cases involving 
denial or revocation of industrial alcohol 
permits. It is contemplated, of course, 
that the subpena power vested in the 
Secretary will be delegated to internal 
revenue officials, just as the authority in 
respect of beverage alcohol permit cases 
has been delegated. ,, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
North Carolina? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That section 3121 of the 

Internal Revenue Code is hereby amended by 
striking out "(d)'.' at the beginning of sub
section ( d) and inserting in lieu thereof 
"(e) ", and by inserting after subsection (c) 
the following: 

"(d) Applicability of .other laws: The pro
visions, including penalties, of sections 9 and 
10 of the Federal Trade Commission Act 
(U. S. C., title 15, secs. 49, 50), as now or 
hereafter amended, shall be applicable to the 
jurisdiction, powers, and duties under this 
part of the Secretary, and to any person 
(whether or not a corporation) subject to 
the provisions of this part." 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

MRS. MINNIE M. ROSS 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Speaker, by 
direction of the Committee on House Ad
ministration, I off er a privileged resolu"." 
tion <H. Res. 371) and ask for its im
mediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as 
follows: 

Resolved, That there shall be paid out of 
the contingent fund of the House to Mrs. 
Minnie M. Ross, widow of Frank P. Ross, late 
an employee of the House of Representatives, 
an amount equal to 6 months' salary at the 
rate he was receiving at the . time of his 
death, and an additional amount not to 
exceed $350 toward defraying the funeral ex
penses of ·said Frank P. Ross. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the 

table. 
ESTATE OF HELEN GERTRUDE NELSCH 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Speaker, by 
direction of the Committee on House 
Administration, I off er a privileged reso
lution <H. Res. 373> and ask for its im
mediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as 
follows: 

Resolved, That there shall be paid out of 
the contingent fund of the House of Repre
sentatives to the estate of Helen Gertrude 
Nelsch, late an employee of the House of 
Representatives, an amount equal to 6 
months' salary at the rate she was receiving 
at the time of her death, and an additional 
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amount not to exceed $350 toward defray
ing the funeral expenses of the said Helen 
Gertrude Nelsch. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the 

table. 
COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Speaker, by 
direction of the Committee on House Ad· 
ministration, I offer a privileged resolu
tion <H. Con. Res. 146) and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol
lows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives 
(the Senate concurring), That, in accordance 
with paragraph 3 of section 2 of the Printing 
Act, approved March 1, 1907, the Committee 
on Ways and Means of the House of Repre
sentatives be, and is hereby, authorized and 
empowered to have printed for its use 1,000 
additional copies of each part of the hear
ings relative to revenue revision held before 
said committee during the current session. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the 

table. 
INVESTIGATION INTO USE OF CHEMICALS 

IN FOOD PRODUCTS 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Speaker, by di· 
rection of the committee on House Ad
ministration, I call up the resolution <H. 
Con. Res. 39) and ask for its immediate 
consideration. 

The Clerk read the concurrent resolu
tion, as follows: 

ResoZVed by the House of Representatives 
(the Senate concurring), That in accordance 
with paragraph 3 of section 2 of the Print
ing Act of January 12, 1895 (44 U. S. C., 
sec. 154), as amended, the Select Committee 
To Investigate the Use of Chemicals in Food 
Products ('created by H. Res. 323, 81st Cong.) 
is hereby ?-Uthorized to have printed for its 
use 1,000 additional copies of all hearings 
held before it during the Eighty-first Con
gress. 

The concurrent resolution was agreed 
to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

OFFIOIAL REGISTER OF THE UNITED 
STATES 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Speaker, by di- . 
rection of the Committee on House Ad
ministration, I ask unanimous consent 
for the immediate consideration of the 
bills. 353, an act relating to the time for 
publication of the Official Register of the 
United States. . 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from Vir
ginia? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That section 2 of the 

act entitled "An act to provide for the 
compiling and publishing of the Official Reg
ister of the United States," approved August 
28, 1935 (49 Stat. 957; 5 U. S. C. 654), ts 
amended by striking out "as early as prac
ticable after the first of June,'' and inserting 
in lieu thereof "on or before December 31." 

The bill was ordered to be read a, 
third time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

AMENDING .TITLE 28 OF UNITED STATES 
CODE 

Mr. BRYSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker's desk, the bill H. R. 4106, an act 
to amend title 28 of the United States 
Code entitled "Judiciary and Judicial 
Procedure" by adding a new section 
thereto known as section 1732b to permit 
the photographic reproduction of busi
ness records and the introduction of the 
same in evidence, with Senate amend
ments thereto and concur in the Senate 
amendments. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The Clerk read the Senate amend

ments, as follows: 
Page 1, strike out lines 3 to 7, inclusive, 

and insert "That section 1732 of title 28 of 
the United States Code entitled 'Judiciary 
and judicial procedure' is amended by in
serting '(a)' immediately preceding the first 
paragraph thereof, and by adding a new 
subsection to read as follows." 

Page 1, line 8, strike out "If" and insert 
"(b) If." 

Page 2, line 19, strike out "act" and insert 
"subsection." 

fages 2 and 3, strike out all of section 2 
and insert: 

"SEc. 2. The analysis of section 1732 of 
chapter 115 of title 28, United States Code, 
immediately preceding section 1731 of such 
title, is amended so as to read: 

" '1732. Record made in regular course of 
business; photographic copies'." 

Page 3, at the end of section 2, insert: 
"SEc. 3. The catchline of section 1732, 

chapter 115 of title 28, United States Code, 
is amended so as to read: 

" '1732. Record made in regular course ot 
business; photographic copies'." · 

Amend the title so as to read: "An act to 
amend section 1732 of title 28, United States 
Code, entitled 'Judiciary and judicial pro
cedure' by adding a new subsection thereto 
'To permit the photographic reproduction of 
business records and the introduction of 
the same in evidence'." 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from South 
Carolina? 

There was no objection. 
The Senate amendments were con

curred in. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the 

table. 
SKILLED MANPOWER AVAILABLE FROM 

THE ANTHRACITE COAL FIELDS OF 
PENNSYLVANIA 

Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Speaker, last week I 

brought to the attention of the House a. 
newspaper article published Nation-wide 
as to the shortage of manpower in a. 
number of heavily populated defense 
areas. Last night, I heard a distin
guished radio commentator again em
phasizing the fact that in 17 different 
areas of this Nation, there is an acute 
shortage of manpower for defense work. 
I repeat, for the purpose of emphasis, 
that in the anthracite coal :fields of 
Pennsylvania, covering four great con
gressional districts, and especially in 

Luzerne County, Pa., there exists a 
shortage of work for the best skilled and 
most desirable male labor available for 
defense work in this or any other na
tion. Some thirty-odd thousand men 
are out of work at this very minute this 
morning. This condition existed all 
through the last war, and it exists to
day. Without the aid of the Federal 
Government, this cancerous economic 
condition will never be cured. We need 
plants, defense contracts, jobs, work
these men want to work. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tleman from Pennsylvania has expired. 
IMPORTATION OF FURS FROM RUSSIA 

AND COMMUNIST CHINA 

Mr. MACK of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad
dress the House for 1 minute and to re
vise and extend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Washington? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MACK of Washington. Mr. 

Speaker, ori August 3, the President 
issued Proclamation No. 2935, prohibit
ing the importation into the United 
States of furs from Soviet Russia and 
Communist China and their satellites. 

Anyone reading the President's proc
lamation will assume that it means all 
furs from the Communist countries are 
to be barred. This, however, is not the 
case for the proclamation has a joker 
in it. 

Instead of saying simply that all furs 
from Russia and Communist China are 
to be barred from admission into the 
United States, the order lists a large 
number of furs that are to be barred in
cluding ermine, fox, kolinsky, marten, 
mink, muskrat, and weasel. 

Oddly, the proclamation order does 
not mention Persian lamb and squirrel 
furs which have constituted more than 
one-half of all furs admitted during the 
last 18 months from Soviet Russia. Why 
were these two types of furs omitted 
from the list of banned furs when they 
constitute more than half of Russia's fur 
business with the United States? 

Fur imports from Russia in 1950 
totaled $20,936,126, and of this total 
$10,676,128, or more than one-half, were 
Persian lamb and squirrel furs which 
still, under the President's order, may be 
shipped into this country by the 
Russians. 

An investigation should be made to 
determine why the person or persons 
who wrote the President's proclamation 
and those who wrote the legislative 
clause covering this subject, strangely 
omitted Persian lamb and squirrel from 
the list of furs to be banned. If these 
two types of furs were omitted from the 
list of banned furs by accident or de
sign, those responsible should be sep
arated from the Federal payrolls. 

SPECIAL ORDER GRANTED 

Mr. POULSON asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 10 
minutes on Tuesday next, August 21, fol
lowing the regular business of the day 
and any other special orders heretofore 
entered. 
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THE CONSENT CALENDAR 

The SPEAKER. This is Consent Cal
endar Day. The Clerk will call the first 
bill on the calendar. 
ONE HUNDRED AND FIFTIETH ANNIVER

SARY OF ESTABLISHING OF UNITED 
STATES MILITARY ACADEMY 

The Clerk called the resolution (H. J. 
Res. 285) to authorize appropriate par
ticipation by the United States in com
memoration of the one hundred and fif
tieth anniversary of the establishment of 
the United States Military Academy. 

Mr. FORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving 
the right to object, I should like to ask 
a few questions of the author of the 
resolution. I do not see him present. 
I therefore withdraw my reservation of 
objection and ask that the resolution be 
passed over without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan? 

There was no objection. 
AMENDING SECTION 215 OF TITLE 18 OF 

UNITED STATES CODE 

The Clerk called the bill (S. 15) to 
amend section 215 of title 18 of the 
United States Code. 

·There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 215 of title 
18 of the United States Code is amended by 
adding the following new paragraph: 

"Whoever solicits or receives any money 
or thing of value in consideration of aiding 
any person to obtain any appointive office or 
place under the United States either by 
referring his name to any executive depart
ment, agency, or independent establishment 
of the United states, for consideration, or 
otherwise, or by requiring the payment of a 
fee from any person because such person 
has secured any appointive office or place 
under the United States shall be fined not 
more than $1,000, or imprisoned not more 
than 1 year or both." 

With the following committee amend-
ments: · 

Page 1, line 5, strike "money or." 
Page 1, line 6, strike the first "any" and 

substitute therefor "a." · 
Page 1, lines 6 and 7, strike "any appoin

tive office or place" and substitute therefor 
"employment." 

Page 1, line 8, strike "any" and substitute 
tl.erefor "an"; insert "or" before "agency" 
and strike the commas after "agency" and 
"department." 

Page 1, line 9, strike "or independent es
tablishment"; insert a comma after "States." 

Page 1, lines 9 and 10, strike "for considera
tion. or otherwise,". 

Page 1, line 11, strike "from any person" 
and "any." 

Page 2, line 1, strike "appointive office or 
place under the United States" and substi
tute therefor "such employment." 

Page 2, line 3, insert between the period 
and the close quotation mark the sentence: 
"This section shall not apply to such services 
rendered by an employment agency pursuant 
to the written request of an executive de
partment or agency of the United States." 

The committee amendments were 
agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

DISTRIBUTION OF UNITED STATES RE
PORTS AND STATUTES AT LARGE 

The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 4109) 
to amend section 73 of the act of January 
12, 1895, as amended, relating to the 
printing, binding, and distribution of the 
Statutes at Large, and sections 411, 412, 
and 413 of title 28, United States Code, 
relating to the printing, binding, and 
distribution of decisions of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, and for other 
purposes. 

Mr. BYRNES of Wisconsin. · Mr. 
Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
wonder if the chairman of the com
mittee or some other member of the 
committee that has had this bill before it 
can explain the legislation? It appears 
from the committee report that the 
original report from the Department of 
Justice and also from the Bureau of the 
Budget was related to an entirely differ
ent bill. This -now is a clean bill. I 
wonder if the gentleman could advise 
as to whether or not the provisions of the 
clean bill are in accord with the recom
mendations of the Department of .Jus
tice. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The gentleman 
is correct; they are. The Department 
of Justice in their origil)al recommenda
tion merely sought to relieve themselves 
of the responsibility for making this dis
tribution; that was their sole interest 
in the matter. The present bill continues 
to do that. When we got into considering 
it further we decided that it was advis
able to make a few other amendments. 

Mr. BYRNES of Wisconsin. I would 
assume that the bar association might 
have some interest in the subject mat
ter of this legislation; can the gentle
man advise as to whether or not the ad-

. vice of the American Bar Association 
has been received by the committee on 
this matter? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. With the ex
ception of the last section I do not see 
that they have any interest; it merely 
pertains to the distribution of the stat
utes at Large to the Government de
partments. I do not think that would 
involve the bar association in any way, 
shape, or manner. The last provision 
of the bill deals with sale to the public, 
and that is a relatively minor matter. 

Mr. BYRNES of Wisconsin. Would 
the gentleman say that the bill as re
ported is noncontroversial, purely ad
ministrative? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is correct. 
We hope to save a little money with this 
change in distribution. 

Mr. BYRNES of Wisconsin. Mr. 
Speaker, I withdraw my reservation of 
objection. 

rJ.here being no objection, the Clerk 
read ·~he bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 3 of the 
act approved March 3, 1873 ( 17 Stat. 578; R. 
S. 387; 5 U. S. C. 339), is hereby repealed. 

SEC. 2. That so much of section 73 of the 
Printing Act, approved January 12, 1895 (28 
Stat. 601, 615), as amended, as relates to the 
printing, binding, and distribution of the 
Statutes at Large (44 U. S. C. 196a), is here
by further amended to read as follows: 

"§ 196a. Same; distribution. 
"The Public Printer shall, after the final 

adjournment of each regular session of Con-

gress, print and bind copies of the Statutes 
at Large to be charged to the congressional 
allotment for _printing and binding. The 
number and distribution of the copies shall 
be under the control of the Joint Committee 
on Printing." 

SEC. 3. The analysis of chapter 19 of title 
28, United States Code, is hereby amended 
to read as follows: 
"Sec. 
"411. Supreme Court reports; printing, 

binding, and distribution. 
"412. Supreme Court reports; cost and sale. 
''413. Publications; distribution to courts. 
"414. Transmittal of books to successors. 
"415. Court of Claims decisions." 

SEC. 4. Section 411 of title 28, United 
States Code, as amended, is hereby further 
amended to read as follows: 
"§ 411. Suprem~ Court reports: priµting, 

binding and distribution. 
"(a) The decisions of the Supreme Court 

of the United States shall be printed, bound, 
and distributed in the preliminary prints 
and bound volumes of the United States 
Reports as soon as practicable after rendi
tion, to be charged to the proper appropria
tion for the judiciary. The number and 
distribution of the copies shall be under 
the control of the Joint Commitee on Print
ing. 

"(b) Reports printed prior to June 12, 
1926, shall not be furnl..shed the Secretary 
of the Army, the Secretary of the Navy1 or 
the Secretary of the Air Force. 

"(c) The Public Printer, or other printer 
designated by the Supreme Court of the 
United States, upon request, shall furnish 
to the Superintendent of Documents the 
reports required to be distributed under the 
provisions of this section." 

SEC. 5. Section 413 of title 28, United 
States Code, as amended, is hereby further 
amended to read as follows: 
''§ 413. Publications; distribution to courts. 

"Distribution of publications to Federal 
courts in accordance with the provisions of 
this chapter shall not be made to any place 
wheni such court is held in a building not 
owned or controlled by the United States 
unless such publications are committed to 
the custody of an officer of the United States 
at such building." . 

With the following committee amend-
ments: · 

Page 2, between lines 11 and 12, change 
the chapter analysis heading for section 412 
to "412. Sale of Supreme Court reports." 

Page 3, between lines 9 and 10, insert the 
following new section: · 

"SEC. 5. Section 412 of title 28, United 
States Code, is hereby amended to read as 
follows: 

" 'The Public Printer or other printer ctes
ignated by the Supreme Court of the United 
States; shall print such additional bound vol
umes and preliminary prints of such reports 
as may be required for sale to the public. 
Such additional copies shall be sold by the 
Superintendent of Documents, as provided 
by law'". 

Page 3, line 10, change the section desig
nation "5" to "6". 

The committee amendments were 
agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 
AUTHORIZING VESSELS OF CANADIAN 

REGISTRY TO TRANSPORT GRAIN BE
TWEEN UNITED STATES PORTS ON THE 
GREAT LAKES DURING 1951. 

The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 3436>. 
authorizing vessels of Canadian Regis
try to transport grain between United 
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States ports on the Great Lakes during 
1951. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That, by reason c;>f 
emergency conditions in transportation on 
the Great Lakes, notwithstanding the pro
visions of section 27 of the act of June 5, 
1920 ( 41 Stat. 999) , as amended by act of 
April 11, 1935 ( 49 Stat. 154), and by act of 
July 2, 1935 (49 Stat. 442), or the provisions 
of any other act or regulation, vessels of 
Canadian registry, shall be permitted to 
transport grain between United States ports 
on the Great Lakes until December 31, 1951, 
or until such earlier time as the Congress 
by concurrent resolution or the President 
by proclamation may designate. 

With the following committee amend-
ment: · 

Page l, line 8, after the word "registry," 
insert "when and to the extent certified by 
the Defense Transport Administration as to 
the need therefor". 

The committee amendment was 
agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 
AUTHORIZING THE PARTICIPATION OF 

MILITARY PERSONNEL IN OLYMPIC 
GAMES 

The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 1184) 
to authorize the training for, attendance 
at, and participation in, Olympic .Games 
by military personnel, and for other 
pu,rposes. 

Mr. BYRNES of Wisconsin. Mr. 
Speake·r, I ask unanimous consent that 
this bill be passed over without preju
dice. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Wis
consin? 

There was no objection. 
PROHIBITING ENTRY OF MOLLUSKS 

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 4443) 
to prevent the entry of certain mollusks 
into the United States. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 
Agriculture shall establish such facilities for, 
and prescribe such regulations governing; 
the inspection and treatment of produce, 
baggage, salvaged war materials, and other 
goods entering the United States from areas 
infested with any terrestrial or fresh-water 
mollusk, as he considers necessary to pre
vent the entry of such mollusks into the 
United States. Whoever violates any such 
regulation or imports such a mollusk into 
the United States shall be fined not more 
than $500 or imprisoned not more than 1 
year, or both. The term "United States," as 
used in this act in a territorial sense, means 
the 48 States, the District of Columbia, the 
possessions of the United States (except 
those which the Secretary of Agriculture finds 
are infested with such mollusks), and the 
Canal Zone. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed, and a motion to 
reconsider was laid on the table. 

REGULATIONS . FOR PRE..'VENTING 
COLLISIONS AT SEA 

The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 5013) 
to authorize the President to proclaim 

regulations for preventing collisions at 
sea. 

There . being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as fallows: 

Be it enacted, etc., that the President is 
authorized to proclaim the regulations set 
forth in section 6 of this act for preventing 
collisions involving water-borne craft upon 
the high seas, and in all waters connected 
therewith. Such proclamation, together with 
the regulations, shall be published in the 
Federal Register, and, after the effective date 
specified in such proclamation, such regula
tions shall have e.:Iect a.s 1f enacted by statute 
and shall be followed by all public and pri
vate vessels of the United States, and by all 
aircraft of United States registry to the ex
tent therein made applicable. Such regula
tions shall not apply to the harbors, rivers, 
and inland waters of the United States; to 
the Great Lakes of North America and their 
connecting and tributary waters as far east 
as the lower exit of the Lachine Canal ln 
Montreal in the Province of Quebec, Canada; 
to the Red River of the North and the rivers 
emptying into the Gulf of Mexico and their 
tributaries; nor, with respect to aircraft, to 
any territorial waters of the United States. 

SEc. 2. Any requirements of such regula· 
tions . in respect of the number, position, 
range of visibility, or arc of visibility of the 
lights required to be displayed by vessels 
shall not apply to any vessel of the Navy or 
of the Coast Guard whenever the Secretary 
of the Navy or the Secretary of the Treasury, 
in the case of Coast Guard vessels operating 
under the Treasury Department, or such of
ficial as either may designate, shall find or 
certify that, by reason of special construc
tion, it is not possible for such vessel or class 
of vessels to comply with such regulations. 
The lights of any ·such exempted vessel or 
class of vessels, however, shall conform as 
closely to the requirements of the applicable 
regulations as the Secretary or such official 
shall find or certify to be feasible. Notice 
of suer. findings or certification and of the 
character and position of the lights pre
scribed to be displayed on such exempted 
vessel or class of vessels shall be published 
In the Federal Register and in the Notice 
to Mariners and, after the effective date 
specified in such notice, shall have effect as 
part of such regulations. 

SEc. 3. Section 7 (a) of the Air Commerce 
Act of 192_6 (U. S. C., 1946 edition, title 49, 
sec. 177 (a) ) , is amended to read as follows: 

"Except as specifically provided in the act 
entitled 'An act to authorize the President 
to proclaim regulations for preventing col· 
lisions at sea', the navigation and shipping 
laws of the United States, including any 
definition of 'vessel' or 'vehicle' found therein 
and li'lcluding the rules for the prevention of 
collisions, shall not be construed to apply 
to seaplanes or other aircraft or to the navi
gation of vessels in relation to seaplanes or 
other aircraft." 

SEC. 4. Section 610 (a) of the Civil Aero
nautics Act of 1938 (U. S. C., 1946 edition, 
title 49, sec. 560 (a) ) , is amended by deleting 
the word "and" at the end of paragraph (4): 
by changing the period at the end of par
agraph ( 5) to a semicolon and adding the 
word "and"; and by adding a new paragraph 
((l) reading as follows: 

"(6) For any person to operate a seaplane 
or other aircraft of United States registry 
upon the high seas in contravention of the 
regulations proclaimed by the President pur
suant to section 1 of the act entitled 'An 
act to authorize the President to proclaim 
regulations for preventing collisions at sea'." 

SEC. 5. After such regulations proclaimed 
under section 1 hereof shall have taken effect, 
all statutes, regulations, and rules in confilct 
therein shall be of no further force and 
effect. Until such time as such regulations 
Ehall have been proclaimed and made effec
tive pursuant to this act, nothing.herein shall 
in any way limit, supersede, or repeal any 

regulations for the prevention of collisions, 
which have heretofore been prescribed by 
statute, regulation, or rule. 

SEC. 6. The regulations authorized to be 
proclaimed under section 1 hereof are the 
Regulations for Preventing Collisions at Sea, 
1948, approved by the International Confer
ence on Safety of Life at Sea, 1948, held at 
London from April 23 to June 10, 1948, as 
follows: 

PART A.-PRELIMINARY AND DEFINITIONS 

RULE 1 

(a) These rules shall be followed by all 
vessels and seaplanes upon the high seas and 
in all waters connected therewith navigable 
by seagoing vessels, except as provided in 
rule 30. Where, as a result of their special 
construction, it is not possible for · seaplanes 
to comply fully with the provis~ons of rules 
specifying the carrying of lights and shapes, 
these provisions shall be followed as closely 
as circumstances permit. 

(b) The rules concerning lights shall be 
complied with in all weathers from sun
set to sunrise, and during such times no 
other lights shall be exhibited, except such 
lights as cannot be mistaken for the pre
scribed lights or impair their visibility or 
distinctive character, or interfere with the 
keeping of a proper look-out. 

( c) In the following rules, except where 
the context otherwise requires-

(i) the word "vessel" includes every de
scription of vtater craft, other than a sea
plane on the water, used or capable of being 
used as a means of transportation on water; 

(ii) the word "seaplane" includes a flying 
boat and ..any other aircraft designed to 
man.,uver on the water; 

(111) the term "power-driven vesse~"· 
means any vessel propelled by machinery; 

(iv) every power-driven vessel which is 
under sail and not under power is to be 
considered a sailing vessel, and every vessel 
under power, whether under sail or not, 1s 
to be considered a power-driven vessel; 

(v) a vessel or seaplane on the water is 
"under way" when she is not at anchor, or 
made fast to the shore, or aground; 

(vi) the term "height above the hull"· 
means height above the uppermost con
tinuous deck; 

(vii) the length and breadth of a. vessel 
shall be its maximum length and span 
appearing ·in her certificate of registry; 

(viii) the length and span of a seaplane 
shall be its maximumum length and span 
as shown in its certificate of airworthiness, 
or as determined by measurement in the 
absence of such certificate; 

(ix) the word "visible," when applied to 
lights, means . visible on a dark night with 
a clear atmosphere; 

(x) the term "short blast" means a blast 
of about one second's duration; 

(xi) the term "prolonged blast" means a 
blast of from 4 to 6 seconds' duration; · 

(xii) the word "whistle" means whistle 
or siren; 

(xiii) the word "tons" means gross tons. 
PART B.-LIGHTS AND SHAPES 

RULE 2 

(a) A power-driven vessel when under 
way shall carry-

( i) On or in front of the foremast, or 
1f a vessel without a foremast then in the 
forepart of the vessel, a . bright white light 
so constructed as to show an unbroken 
light over an arc of the horizon of 20 points 
of the compass (225°), so fixed as to show 
the Ugh t 1 O po in ts ( 112 % 0 

) on each side of 
the vessel, that is, from right ahead to 2 
points (22% 0

) abaft the beam on either 
side, and of such a character as to be 
visible at a distance of at least 5 miles. . 

(11) Either forward of or abaft the white 
light_ mentioned in subsection (i) a second 
white light similar in construction and 
character to that light. Vessels of less than 
150 feet in length, and vessels engaged in 
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tqwlng, shall .not be .required to carry .this 
second white ligllt but may do so. . , 

(iii) . These two wl).ite lights shall be so 
placed in -a line with and over the keel that 
one shall be at least 15 feet higher than 
the otb~r and in such a position that the 
lower light .shall be forward of the upper 
one. The horizontal distance between. the 
two white lights shall be at least thr~e times 
the vertical distance. The lower of these 
two white lights or, if only one is .carried, 
then that light, shall be placed at :-i. height 
above the hull of not less .than 20 fe.et, 
and, if the breadth of the vessel exceens 
20 feet, then · at a height above the hull 
not less than such br.e~dth, so however that 
the light need not be . pl~ced at· a . greater. 
height above the hull than 40 feet.. In all 
circumstances the ligpt ·or lights, as the 
case may . be: shall be so . placed as to be. 
cl~ · 6f -a·nd .above ~11 . otl:i~r _lights and 
obstructing superstructures. , ' , 
. (iv) On .the· starboard· side a .green light 

so constructed as to show an unbroken' 
light over an arc of the horizon of 10 points. 
of the compass ( 112¥2 °.), . so fixed as to 
show the light from right ahead to 2 points : 
(22¥2 °) abaft the beam on the starboard 
Side, anci of such a character as to be visible 
at a distance of at least 2· miles. 

(v) On the port side a red light so <ion
structed as to show. an unbroken light over . 
an arc of the ·horizon of 10 points of the 
compass ( 112 Y2 ° ) ' so ·. fixed as .to show the . 
light from right ahead to 2 points ( 22 Yi •) 
abaft the beam on the port side, ·and . of . 
such a ·character as ·to be visible at a dis
tance of a ·least·2 miles. 

(vi) The said green and red sidelights 
shall be fitted . with inboard screens project
ing at -least 3 feet . forward from the light, · 
so as to prevent these fights' from being 
seen across the bows. 

(b) A seaplane under way on the water 
shall carry- . 

(i) In the forepart amidships where it can 
best be seen a bright white light, so con- · 
structed as to show an unbroke,n light over · 
an arc of the horizon of 220° of the com
pass, so fixed as to show the light 110°· un 
each side of the seaplane, . namely, from 
right ahead to 20° abaft the beam on either 
side; and of such a character as to be visible 
at a distance of at least 3 miles. 

(ii) Qn the rigl)t or starboard wing tip a 
green light, so constructed as to show an 
unbroken light over an arc of the horizon of 
113° of the compass, so fixed as to show 

, the light from right ahead to 20° abaft the 
beam on the starboard side, and of such a 
character as to be visible at a distance of at 
least 2 miles. 

(iii) On the left or port wing tip a red 
light, so constructed as to show an unbroken 
light over an arc of the horizon of 110° of the 
compass, so fixed as to show the light from 
right ahead to 20° abaft the beam on the 
port side, and of such a character as to be 
visible at a distance of at least 2 miles. 

RULE 3 

(a) A power-driven vessel when towing or 
pushing another vessel or seaplane shall, in 
addition to her sidelights, carry two bright 
white lights in a vertical line one over the 
other, not less tium 6 feet apart, and when 
towing more than one vessel shall carry an 
additional bright white light 6 feet above or 
below such lights, if the 'length of the tow, 
measuring from the stern of t .he towing 
vessel to the stern of the last vessel or sea
plane towed, exceeds 600 feet. Each of these 
lights shall he of the same construction and 
character and one of them shall be carried 
in the same position as the white light men
tioned in rule 2 (a) (i), except the addition
al light, which shall be carried at a height 
of not less than 14 feet above the hull. In a 
vessel with a single mast, such lights may be 
carried on the mast. 

(b) The towing vessel shall also show 
either the stern light specified in rule 10 or 

in lieu of that light a small white light abaft 
the funnel or aftermast for thP- tow to steer 
by, but such light shall not be visible forward 
9f the beam,. The carriage of the white light 
specified in rule 2 (a) (ii) is optional. 

(c) A seaplan~ on the water, \7hen towing 
one or more seaplanes or vessels, shall carry 
the lights prescribed in rule 2 (b) ·(i), (ii), 
and (iii); and, in addition, she shall carry 
a secom;l white light of the same cmstrue
tion and character · as the white light men
tioned in rule 2 (b) (i) 1 and in a vertical 
line at I.east 6 feet above or below such light.: 

RULE 4 
(a) A vefisel ~hich _is ~ot under ~ommand 

shap carry, whe.re they ,can b,est be. seen, and, 
if a_ po!"er-driven v~ssel ., in. li~u of the ligh~s: 
tequired by rule 2. (a) . (1) and (ii), two red . 
l'ights · in a vertical line one over the other 
not ,le~s thaii 6 fe.et . apar.t, and . of su~h a · 
character as to '.be · visiQle ;an r·ound the hori- · 
zon at a distance of at least 2 miles. · By day, · 
she shr.·U carry .in a vertical line-one over the 
other not less than 6 feet ·apart, where they 

· c'an b_e~t be se~zj.,. ~wp l:!lack _ qalls .or · shapes 
e'ach not less than 2 feet in diameter. · 
' (ti) .A seaplane on the water which is not 

under conimand may carry' , where they can 
best be ·seen, two red lights in a vertical line, 
orie over the other, not'less than 3 feet.apart, 
and of ·sue~ a character as to be visible all 
_round the_ hor~ZPI?-. Bit . a .d~s~ance .o~ at lea~t · 
2· miles, and_ may llY q;:i.y 9a,rry _1~ a v~i:tiqal . 
line orie ·ov~r _the othe_r not_. le5s tha~ 3 feet . 
apart, where they can best be se~n •. two 
black balls or shapes, each not less than 2 . 
feet in diameter: · 

( c) A vessel engaged i~ l_aying or ii). . pic:\t
lng up a submariri~ cable or. navigation mark, 
or a ves8el engaged in surveying or und~r wa
ter operations when froni the nature of her 
Work she is unable to get out Of the way Of 
approaching vessels, shall carry, in lieu of the 
lights specified in rule' (2) (a) (i) and (ii). 
three lights in a vertical line one over the 
other not less than 6 feet apart. The high- . 
est · and lowest of these lights shall be red, 
and the middle light shall be white, and they 
shall be of such a character as to be visible 
all round the horizon at a distance of at least 
2 miles. By day, she shall carry in a vertical 
line one over the other . not less than 6 feet 
apa:rt, where they can best be seen, three 
shapes each not less than 2 feet in diameter, 
of which the highest and lowest shall be 
globrlar in shape and red in color, and the 
middle one diamond in shape and white. 

(d) The vessels and seaplanes referred to 
in this rule, when not makinr, way through 
the water, shall not carry the colored side
lighte, but when making way they shall 
carry them. 

( e) The lights and shapes re(!rired to be 
shown by this rule are to l'P. taken by other 
'vessels and seaplanes as signals that the 
vessel or seaplane showing them is not under 
comtnand and cannot therefore get out of 
the way. 

(f) These signals are not signals of vessels 
in distress and requiring assistance. Such 
signals are contained in rule 31. 

RULE 5 

(a) A sailing vessel under way and any 
vessel or seaplane being towed shall carry 
the same lights as are prescribed by rule 2 
for a power-driven vessel or a seaplane under 
way, respectively, with the exception of the 
white lights specified therein, which they 
shall never carry. They shall also carry 
s+- ·::n lights as specified in rule 10, provided 
that vessels towed, except the last vessel of 
a tow, may carry, L1 lieu of such stern light, 
a small white light as specified in rule 3 (b). 

(b) A vessel being pushed ahead shall 
carry, at the forward end, on the starboard 
side a green light and on the port side a red 
light, which shall have the same characteris
tics as the lights described in rule 2 (a) (iv) 
and (v) and shall be screened as provided 
in rule 2 (a) (vi), provided that any number 

of vessels pushed ahead in' a group shall be 
lighted as one vessel. · · 

RULE 6 

(a) In small vessels, when it is not pos
sible on account of bad weather or other 
sufficient cause to fix the green and red 
sidelights, these liehts shall be kept at hand· 
lighted and ready for immediate use, and 
shall, on the approach of or to other ves
sels, be exhibited on their respective sides 
in suffi9ient time to preve:p.t collision, in 
f?UCh manner as to ~ake them most visible, 
and so that the green light shall not be 
seen o~ the port side nor the -red -light on· 
the starboard side, nor, if practicable, more 
~han. 2 points (.2~¥2 °» abaft - the beam on . 
their respec~i_ve · sid~s. 

(b) .To make the use ot th_ese portablj3 
l.ig~tl? mo,e cert~in and . easy, th.e lanterns -
contait?-in~ ther,n sh~ll. each_ b~- p;:i.inte51 out
~ide ' wi~h the ~o_lor of .tp.e _ligh_ts. th~y r~spec
tive1y· contain, · and shall be provided with 
proper screens·. · · 

- 'RULE 7 

Power-driven vessels of less than 40 tons, · 
-vessels under oars or sails of . less than 20 
i(ons, and :rowing bQats, when under way 
shall not . be required to carr.y the lights 

. mentioned in rule 2, b.ut. if they do not carry 
them they , shall be pr9vided with the fol-
lowing lights: . , 
· Ca) Power-driven vessels· ot less than 40 

t .ons, except as -provided in section (b); shall · 
carry: · 
. (i) ·In the forepart of the vessel, where 

it can best be seen, and at a height above · 
the -gunwale .of -not less -than 9 feet, a bright 
white light construqted .a~d fixed as pre
scribed in rule 2 (a) (i) and of such a char
acter as to be visible at a distance of at least 
3' miles. · · · · · · 

(ii) Green and red sidelights constructed 
and fixed as prescribed in rule 2 (a>) (iv) and 
(v), and of such a character as to be visible 
at a distance of at least 1 mile, or a com
bined lantern showing a· green light and a 
red light from right ahead to 2 points 
(22¥2 °) abaft the beam on their respective 
sides. Such lantern shall be carried not 
less than 3 feet below the white light. 

(b) Small power-driven boats, such as are 
carried by seagoing vessels, may carry the 
white light at a less height than 9 feet above 
the gunwale, but ·it shall be carried above 
the sidelights or the combined lantern men
tioned in subsection (a) (ii). 

( c) Vessels of less than 20 tons, under oars 
or sails, except as provided in section ( d), 
shall, if they do not carry the sidelights, 
carry where it can best be seen a lantern 
showing a green light on one side and a red 
light on the other, of such a character as 
to be visible at a distance of at least 1 mile, 
and so fixed that the green light shall not 
be seen on the port side, nor the red light 
on the starboard side. Where it is not pos
sible to fix this light, it shall be kept ready 
for immediate use and shall be exhibited in 
sufficient time to prevent collision and so 
that the green light shall not be seen on 
the port side nor the red light on the star
board side. 

(d) Small rowing boats, whether under 
oars or sail, shall only be required to have 
ready at hand an electric torch or a lighted 
lantern showing a white light which shall 
be exhibited in sufficient time to prevent 
collision. 

( e) The vessels and· boats referred to in 
this rule shall not be required to carry the 
lights or shapes prescribed in rules 4 (a) and 
11 (e). 

RULE 8 

(a) (1) Sailing pilot-vessels, when engaged 
on their station on pilotage duty and not 
at anchor, shall not show the lights pre
scribed for other vessels, but shall carry a 
white light at the masthead visible all round 
the horizon at a distance of at least 3 miles, 
and shall also exhibit a flare-up light or 
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fl.are-up lights. at short intervals, which shall 
never exceed 10 minutes. 

(ii) On the near approach of or to other 
vessels they shall have their sidelights 
lighted ready for use and shall flash or show 
them at short intervals, to indicate the 
direction in which they are heading, but the 
green light shall not be shown on the port 
side, nor the red light on the starboard 
side. 

(111) A sailing pilot-vessel of such a class 
as to be obliged to go alongside of a vessel 
to put a pilot on board may show the white 
light instead of carrying it at the masthead 
and may, instead of the sidelights above 
mentioned, have at hand ready for use a 
lantern with a green glass on the one side 
and a red glass on the other to be used as 
prescribed above. 

(b) A power-driven pilot-vessel when en
gaged on her station on pilotage duty and 

- not at anchor shall, in addition to the lights 
and fl.ares required for sa111ng pilot-vessels, 
carry at a distance of 8 feet below her white 
masthead light a red light visible all round 
the horizon at a distance of at least 3 miles, 
and also the sidelights required to be car
ried by vessels when under way. A bright 
intermittent all round white light may be 
used in place of a. flare. 

(c) All pilot-vessels, when engaged on their 
stations on pilotage duty and at anchor, 
shall carry the lights and show the flares 

' prescribed in sections (a) and (b), except 
that the sidelights shall not be shown. They 

;shall also carry the anchor light or lights 
prescribed in rule 11. 
~ (d) All p_llot-vessels, whether at anchor 
or not at anchor, shall, when not engaged 

'on their stations on pilotage duty, carry the 
same lights as other vessels of their class 
and tonnage. 

RULE 9 

~ (a) Fishing vessels when not fishing shall 
show the lights or shapes prescribed for 
similar vessels of their tonnage. When fish
lng they shall show only the lights or shapes 
prescribed by this rule, which lights or 
shapes, except as otherwise provided, shall 
be visible at a distance of at least 2 miles. 
r. (b) Vessels fishing with trolling (towing) 
lines, shall show only the lights prescribed 

· for a power-driven or sa111ng vessel under 
way as may be appropriate. 

~ (c) Vessels fishing with nets or lines, ex .. 
cept trolling (towing) lines, extending from 
the vessel not more than 500 feet horizon .. 
tally into the seaway shall show, where it 
can best be seen, one all round white light 
and in addition, on approaching or being 
approached by another vessel, shall show a. 
second white light at least 6 feet below the 
first light and at a horizontal distance of 
at least 10 feet away from it ( 6 feet in small 
open boats) in the direction in which the 
outlying gear is attached. By day such T/es .. 
sels shall indicate their occupation by dis
playing a basket where it can best be seen; 
and if they have their gear out while at 
anchor, they shall, on the approach of other 
vessels, show the same signal in the direc .. 
tion from the anchor ball toward the net 
or gear. 

(d) Vessels fishing with nets or lines, ex .. 
cept trolling (towing) lines, extending frum 
the vessel more than 500 feet horizontally 
into the seaway shall show, where they can 
best be seen, three white lights at least 3 
feet apart in a vertical triangle visible all 
around the horizon. When making way 
through the water, such vessels shall show 
the proper colored sidelights but when not 
making way they shall not show them. By 
day they shall show a basket in the forepart 
of the vessel as near the stem as possible 
not less than 10 feet above the rail; and, in 
addition, where it can best be seen, one black 
conical shape, apex upward. If they have 
their gear out while at anchor they shall, 
on the approach of other vessels, show the 

basket in the direction from the anchor ball 
toward the net or gear. 

( e) Vessels when engaged in traveling, by 
which is meant the dragging of a dredge 
net or other apparataus along or near the 
bottom of the sea, and not at anchor:-

( i) If power-driven vessels, shall show in 
the same position as the white light men .. 
tioned in rule 2 (a) (i) a tricolored lan
tern, so constructed and fixed as to carry a 
white light from right ahead to 2 points 
(221/:i 0

) on each bow, and a green light and 
a red light over an arc of the horizon from 
2 points (221h 0

) on each bow to 2 points 
( 221/:i 0 

) abaft the beam on the starboard 
and port sides, respectively; and not less 
than 6 nor more than 12 feet below the tri
colored lantern a white light in a lan .. 
tern, so constructed as to show a clear, uni
form, and unbroken light all round the hori
zon. They shall also show the stern light 
specified in rule 10 (a). 

(11) If sa111ng vessels, shall carry a white 
light in a lantern so-constructed as to show 
a clear, uniform, and unbroken light all 
round the horizon, and shall also, on the 
approach of or to other vessels show, where 
it can best be seen, a white flare-up light 
In sufficient time to prevent collision. 

(111) By day, each of the foregoing ves .. 
sels shall show, where it can best be seen. 
a basket. · 

(f) In addition to the l!ghts which they 
are by this rule required to show vessels 
fishing may, if necessary in order to attract 
attention of approaching vessels, show a. 
fl.are-up light. They may also use working 
lights. 

(g) Every vessel fishing, when at anchor, 
shall show the lights or shape specified in 
rule 11 (a), (b), or (c); and shall, on the 
approach of another vessel or vessels, show 
an additional white light at least 6 feet below 
the forward anchor light and at a hori
z9ntal distance of at least 10 feet away from 
it in the dir~ction of the outlying gear. 

(h) If a vessel when fishing becomes fast 
by her gear to a rock or other obstruction 
she shall in daytime haul down the basket 
required by section ( c) , ( d) , or ( e) and 
show the ·signal specified in rule 11 ( c) . By 
night she shall show the light or lights spec .. 
ified in rule 11 (a) or (b). In fog, mist, 
falling snow, heavy rainstorms, or any other 
condition similarly restricting visibility, 
whether by day or by night, she shall sound 
the signal prescribed by rule 15 (c) (v), 
which signal shall also be used, on the near 
-approach of another vessel, in good visibility. 

NOTE.-For fog signals for fishing vessels, 
see rule 15 ( c) (ix) • 

RULE 10 

(a) A vessel when under way shall carry 
at her stern a white light, so constructed 
that it shall show an unbroken light over 
an arc of the horizon of 12 points of the 
compass (135°), so fixed as to show the 
light 6 points (671h 0

) from right aft on 
each side of the vessel, and of such a char .. 
acter as to be visible at a distance of at 
least 2 miles. Such light shall be · carried 
as nearly as practicable on the same level as 
the sidelights. 

NOTE.-For vessels engaged in towing or 
being towed, see rules 3 ( b) and 5. 

(b) In a small •:essel, if it is not possible 
on account of bad weather or other suffi
cient cause for this light to be fixed, an elec
tric torch or a lighted lantern shall be kept 
at hand ready for use and shall, on the ap
proach of an overtaking vessel, be shown 
in sufficient time to prevent collision. 

(c) A seaplane on the water when under 
way shall carry on her tail a white light, so 
constructed as to show an unbroken light 
over as arc of the horizon of 140 ° of the 
compass, so fixed as to show the light 70° 
from right aft on each side of the seaplane, 
and of such a character as to be visible at a. 
distance of at least 2 miles. 

RULE 11 

(a) A vessel under 150 feet in length, when 
at anchor, shall carry in the forepart of the 
vessel, where it can best be seen, a white light 
in a lantern so constructed as to show a. 
clear, uniform, and unbroken light visible an 
round the horizon at a distance of at least 
2 miles. 

(b) A vessel of 150 feet or upwards in 
length, when at anchor, shall carry in the 
forepart of the vessel, at a height of not less 
than 20 feet above the hull, one such light, 
and at or near the stern of the vessel and 
at such a height that it shall be not less 
than 15 feet lower than the forward light, 
another such light. Both these lights shall 
be visible all round the horizon at a distance 
of at least 3 miles. 

( c) Between sunrise and sunset every 
vessel when at anchor shall carry in the fore
part of the vessel, where it can best be 
seen, one black ball not less than 2 feet in 
diameter. 

( d) A vessel engaged in laying or in pick
ing up a submarine cable or navigation mark, 
or a vessel engaged in surveying or under
water cperations, when at anchor, shall 
carry the lights or shapes prescribed in rule 
4 (c) in addition to those prescribed in the 
appropriate preceding sections of this rule. 

( e) A vessel aground shall carry by night 
the light or lights prescribed in sections (a) 
or (b) and the two red lights prescribed in 
rule 4 (a). By day she shall carry, where 
they can best be seen, three black balls, each 
not less than 2 feet in diameter, placed in 
a vertical line one over the other, not less 
than 6 feet apart. 

(f) A seaplane on the water under 150 feet 
in length, when at anchor, shall carry, where 
it can best be seen, a white light, visible all 
round the horizon at a distance of at least 
2 miles. 

(g) A seaplane on the water 150 feet or 
upwards in length, when at anchor, shall 
carry, where they can best be seen, a white 
light forward and a white light aft, both 
lights visible all round the horizon at a. 
distance of at least 3 miles; and, in addit,ion, 
if the seaplane ls more than lpO feet in 
span, a white light on each side to indicate 
the maximum span, and visible, so far as 
practicable, all round the horizon at a dis .. 
tance of 1 mile. 

(h) A seaplane aground shall· carry an 
anchor light or lights as prescribed in sec
tions (f) and (g), and in addition may carry 
two red lights in a vertical line, at least 3 feet 
apart, so placed as to be visible all round the 
horizon. 

RULE 12 

Every vessel or seaplane on the water may, 
if necessary in order to attract attention, in 
addition to the lights which she ls by these 
rules required to carry, show a flare-up light 
or use a detonating or other efficient sound 
signal that cannot be mistaken for any 
signal authorized elsewhere under these 
rules. 

RULE 13 

(a) Nothing in these rules shall interfere 
with the operation of any special rules made 
by the government of any nation with re
spect to additional station and signal lights 
for ships of v.ar, for vessels sailing under 
convoy, or for seaplanes on the water; or 
with the exhibition of recognition signals 
adopted by shipowners, which have been 
authorized by their respective governments 
and duly registered and published. 

(b) Whenever the government concerned 
shall have determined that a naval or other 
military vessel or water-borne seaplane of 
special construction or purpose cannot com
ply fully with the provisions of any of these 
rules with respect to the number, position, 
range or arc of visibility of lights or shapes, 
without interfering with the military func
tion of the · vessel or seaplane, such vessel 
or seaplane shall comply with such other 
provisions in regard to the number, position, 
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range or arc of visibility of lights or shapes 
as her government shall have determined 
to be the closest possible compliance with 
these rules in respect of that vessel ·or sea
plane. 

RULE 14 

A vessel proceeding under sail, when also 
being propelled by machinery, shall carry in 
the daytime forward, where it can best be 
seen, one black conical shape, point upwards, 
not less than 2 feet in diameter at its base. 

RULE 15 

(a) A power-driven vessel shall be provided 
with an efficient whistle, sounded by steam 
or by some substitute for steam, so placed 
that the sound may not be intercepted by 
any obstruction, and with an efficient fog
horn, to be sounded by mechanical means, 
and also with an efficient bell. A sailing 
Vessel Of 20 tons or upwards shall be provided 
with · a similar fog-horn and bell. 

( b) All signals prescribea._by this rule for 
vessels under way shall be given-

( i) by power-driven vessels on the whistle; 
(ii) by sailing vessels on the fog-horn; 
(iii) by vessels towed on the whistle or 

fog-horn. 
(c) In fog, mist, falling snow, heavy rain

storms, or any other condition similarly re
stricting visibility, whether by day or night, 
the signals prescribed in this rule shall be 
used as follows: 

(i) A power-driven vessel making way 
through the water, shall sound at intervals of 
not more than 2 minutes a prolonged blast. 

(ii) A power-driven vessel under way, but 
stopped and making no way through the 
water, shall sound at intervals of not more 
th::m 2 minutes two prolonged blasts, with 
an interval of about 1 second between them; 
. (iii) A sailing vessel under way shall sound, 
at intervals of not more than 1 minute, when 
on the starboard tack one blast, when on the 
port tack two blasts in succession, and when 
with the wind abaft the beam three blasts 
in succession. 

(iv) A vessel when at anchor shall at inter
vals of not more than 1 minute ring the bell 
rapidly for about 5 seconds. In vessels of 
more than 350 feet in length the bell shall 
be sounded in the forepart of the vessel and 
in addition there shall be sounded in the 
after part of the vessel, at intervals of not 
more than 1 minute for about 5 seconds, a 
gong or other instrument, the tone and 
sounding of which ·canno.t .be confus.ed. with 
that of the bell. Every vessel at anchor may 
in addition, in accordance with rule 12, sound 
three balsts in succession, namely, one short, 
one prolonged, and one short blast, to give 
warning of her position and of the possibility 
of collision to an approaching vessel. 

(v) A vessel when towing, vessel engaged 
in laying or in picking up a sµbmarine cable 
or navigation mark, and a vessel under way 
which is unable to get out of the way of an 
approach~ng vessel through being not under 
command or unable to maneuver as re
quired by these rule.> shall, instead of the 
signals prescribed in subsections (i), (ii) 
and (iii) sound at intervals of not more than 
1 minute, three blasts in succession, namely, 
one prolonged blast followed by two short 
blasts. 

(vi) A vessel towed, or, if more than one 
vessel· is towed, only the. last vessel of the 
tow, if manned, shall, at intervals of not 
more than 1 minute, s·ound four blasts in 
succession, namely; one prolonged blast fol
lowed by three short blasts. When practi· 
cable, this signal .shall be made immediately 
after the signal made by the towing vessel. 

(vii) A vessel aground shall give the signal 
prescribed in subsection (iv) and shall, in 
addition, · give three separate and distinct 
strokes on the bell immediately before and 
after each such signal. 

(viii) A vessel of less than 20 tons, a row
ing boat, or a seaplane on the water, shall 
not be obliged to give the above-mentioned 

signals, but if she does not, she shall make 
some other etflcient sound signal at intervals 
of not more than 1 minute. 

(ix) A vessel when ftshing, if of 20 tons or 
.upwards, shall at intervals of not more than 
1 minute, sound a blast, such blast to be fol
lowed by ringing the bell; or she may sound, 
in lieu of these signals, a blast consisting of a 
series of several alternate notes of higher 
and lower pitch. 

RULE 16 

Speed to be moderate in fog, e.tc. 
(a) Every vessel, or seaplane when taxi-ing 

on the water, shall, in fog, mist, falling snow, 
heavy . rainstorms or any other condition 
similarly restricting visibility, go at a moder
ate speed, having careful regard to the exist
ing circumstances and conditions. 

(b) A power-driven vessel hearing, appar
ently forward of her beam, the fog-signal of 
a vessel the position of which is not ascer
tained, shall, so far as the circumstances of 
the case admit, stop her engines, and then 
navigate with caution until danger of colli
sion. is over. 

PART 0.-STEERING AND SAILING RULES 

PRELIMINARY 

1. In obeying and construing these rules, 
any action taken should be positive, in ample 
time, and with due regard to the observance 
of good seamanship. · 

2. Risk of collision can, when circum
stances permit, be ascertained by carefully' 
watching the compass bearing of an ap
proaching vessel. If the bearing does not 
appreciably change, such r~sk should be 
deemed to exist. 

3. Mariners should bear in mind that sea
planes in the act of· landing or taking off, or 
operating under adverse weather _conditions, 
may be unable to change their intended 
action at the last moment. 

RULE 17 

When two sailing vessels are approaching 
one another so as to involve risk of collision, 
one of them shall keep out of the way of the 
other, as follows: 

(a) A vessel which is running free shall 
keep out of the way of a vessel which is close
hauled. 

(b) A vessel which is close hauled on the 
port tack shall keep out of the way of a 
vessel which is close-hauled on the starboard 
tack. 
- (c) When both are running free, with the. 
wind on different sides, the· vessel which ·has 
the wind .on the port side shall keep out of 
the way of the other. 

(d) When both are running free, with the 
wind on the same side, the vessel which is to 
windward shall keep out of the way of the 
vessel which is to leeward. 

( e) A vessel which has the wind aft shall 
keep out of the. way of the other vessel. 

RULE 18 

(a) When two power-driven vessels are 
meeting end ·on, or nearly end on, so as 
to involve risk of collision, each shall alter 
her course to starboard, so that each may 
pass on the port side of the other. This 
rule only applies to cases where vessels are 
meeting end on, or nearly end on, in such 
a manner as to involve risk of collision, an.d 
does not apply to two vessels which must, if 
both keep on their respective courses, pass 
clear of each other. The only cases to which 
it does apply are when each of two vessels 
is end on, or nearly end on, to the other; 
in other words, to cases in which, by day, 
each vessel sees the masts of the other in a 
line, or nearly in a line, with her own; and 
by night, to cases in which each vessel is in 
such a position as to see both the sidelights 
of the other. It does not apply, by day, 
to cases in which a vessel sees another ahead 
crossing her own course; or, by night, to 
cases where the red light of one vessel is op- . 
posed to the red· light of the other or where 

the green light of one vessel is opposed to 
, the green light of the other or where a red 
light without a green light or a green light 
without a red light is seen ahead, or where 
both green and red lights are seen anywhere 
but ahead. 

( b) For the purpos€s of this rule and rules 
19 to 29 inclusive, except rule 20 (b), a 
seaplane on the water shall be deemed to 
be a vessel, and the expression "power-driven 
vessel" shall be construed accordingly. 

RULE 19 

When two power-driven vessels are cross
ing, so as to involve risk of -collision, the 
vessel which has the other on her own star
board side shall keep out of the way of the 
other. 

RULE 20 

(a) When a power-driven vessel and a sail
ing vessel are proceeding i_n such directions 
as to involve risk of collision, except as pro
vided in rules 24 and 26, the power-driven 
vessel shall keep out of the way of the sail
ing vessel. 

(b) A seaplane on the water shall, in gen
eral, keep well clear of all vessels and avoid 
impeding their navigation. In circum
stances, however, where risk of collision ex
ists, she shall comply with these rules. 

RULE 21 

Where by any of these rules one of two 
vessels is to keep out of the way, the other 
shall keep her course and speed. When, 
from any cause, the latter vessel finds her
self so close that collision cannot be avoided 
by the action of the giving-way vessel alone, 
she also shall take such action as will best 
aid to avert collision (see rules 27 and 29). 

RULE 22 

Every vessel which is directed by these 
rules to keep out of the way of another 
vessel shall, if the circumstances of the case 
admit, avoid crossing ahead of the other. i 

RULE 23 

Every power-driven vessel which is directed 
by these rules to keep out of the way of an
other vessel shall, on · approaching her, if 
necessary, slacken her speed or stop or re
verse. 

RULE 24 

(a) Notwithstanding anything , contained 
in these rules, every vessel overtaking. any 
other shall keep out of the way of the over
taken vessel. 

(b) Every vessel coming up with another 
vessel from any direction more than 2'points 
(22Y2 degrees) abaft her beam, i. e. in such 

_ a position, with reference to the vessel which 
she is overtaking, that at night she would 
be unable to see either of that vessel's side
lights, shall be deemed to be an overtaking 
vessel; and no subsequent alteration of the 
bearing between the two vessels shall make 
the overtaking vessel a crossing vessel with
in the meaning of these rules, or relieve her 
of the duty of keeping clear of the over
taken vessel until she is finally past and 
clear. 

( c) If the overtaking vessel cannot deter
mine with certainty whether she is forward 
of or abaft this direction from the other ves
sel, she shall assume that she is an over
taking vessel and keep out ·of the way. 

RULE 25 

(a) In a narrow channel every power
driven vessel when proceeding along the 
course of the channel shall, when it is safe 
and practicable, keep to that side of the fair
way or mid-channel which lies on the star
board side of such vessel. 

(b) Whenever a power-driven vessel is 
nearing a bend in a channel where a power
.driven vessel approaching from the other 
direction cannot be seen, such vessel, when 
she shall have arrived within one-half mile 
of the bend, shall give a signal by one pro
longed blast of her whistle, which signal 
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shall be answered by a. similar blast given 
by any approaching power-driven vessel that 
may be within hearing around the bend. 
Regardless of whether an approaching vessel 
on the farther side of the bend is heard, such 
bend shall be rounded with alertness and 
caution. 

RULE 26 

All vessels not engaged . in fishing shall, 
when under way, keep out of the way of 
any vessels fishing with nets or lines or 
trawls. This rule shall not give to any 
vessel engaged in fishing the right of ob
structing a fairway used by vessels other. 
than fishing vessels. 

RULE 27 

In obeying and construing these rules due 
regard shall be had to all dangers of navi
gation and collision, and to any special cir
cumstances, including the limitations of the 
craft involved, which may render a departure 
from the above rules necessary in order to 
avoid immediate danger. 

PART D-MISCELLANEOUS 
RULE 28 

(a) When vessels are in sight of one an
other, a power-driven vessel under way, . in 
taking any course autho~·ized or required by 
these rules, shall indicate that course by the 
following signals on her whistle, namely: 

One short blast to mean "I am altering my 
course to starboard." 

Two short blasts to mean "I am altering 
my course to port." 

Three short blasts to mean "My engines 
are going astern." 

(b) Whenever a. power-driven vessel 
which, under these rules, is to keep her 
course and speed, is in sight of another 
vessel and is in doubt whether sufficient 
action is being taken by the other vessel 
to avert collision, she may indicate such 
doubt by giving at least five short and 
rapid blasts on the whistle. The giving of 
such a signal shall not relieve a vessel of 
her obligations under rules 27 and 29 or any 
other rule, or of her duty to indicate any 
action taken under these rules by giving the 
appropriate sound signals laid down in this 
rule. 

(:c) Nothing in these rules shall interfere 
with the operation of any special rules made 
by the Government of any nation with re
spect to t:ne use of additional whistle signals 
between ships of war or vessels sailing under 
convoy. 

RULE 29 

' Nothing in these rule~ shall exonerate any 
vessel, or the owner, master, or crew thereof. 
from the consequences of any neglect to carry 
lights or signals, or of any neglect to keep 
a proper look-out, or of the neglect of any 
precaution which may be required by the 
ordinary practice of seamen, or by the special 
circumstances of the case. 

RULE 30 

Reservation of rules for harbors and inland 
navigation 

Nothing in these rules shall interfere with 
the operation of a special rule duly made by 
local authority relative to the navigation of 
any harbor·, river, lake, or inland water in
cluding a reserved seaplane area. 

RULE 31 

Distress signals 
· When a vessel or seaplane on the water 
ls in distress and requires assistance from 
other vessels or from the shore, the follow .. 
lng shall be the signals to be used or dis· 
played by her, either together or separately. 
namely: 

(a) A gun or other explosive signal fired 
at intervala of about a minute. 

(b) A continuous sounding with any fog-
Bignal apparat'us. · 

( c) Rockets or shells, throwing red star• 
. fired one at a time at short intervals. 

(d) A signal made by radiotelegraphy or 
by any other signalling method consisting 
of the group ••• ___ ••• in the Morse 
Code. 

(e) A signal sent by radlotelephony con
sisting of the spoken word "Mayday." 

(f) The International Code Signal of dis
tress indicated by N.C. 

( g) A signal consisting of a square flag 
having above or below it a ball or anything 
resembling a ball. 

(h) Flames on the vessel (as from a burn
ing tar barrel, oil barrel, etc.). 

(i) A rocket parachute flare showing a red 
light. 

The use of any of the above signals, ex
cept for the purpose of indicating that a 
vessel or a seaplane is in distress, and the 
use of any signals which may be confused 
with any of the above signals, is prohibited. 

NoTE.-A radio signal has been provided 
for use by vessels in distress for the purpose 
of actuating the auto-ala1ms of other ves
sels and thus securing attention to distress 
calls or messages. The signal consists of a. 
series Of 12 dashes, sent in 1 minute the 
duration of each dash being 4 seconds: and 
the duration of the interval between two 
consecutive dashes 1 second. 

RULE 32 

All orders to helmsmen shall be given in 
the following sense: right rudder or star
board to mean "put the vessel's rudder to 
starboard"; left rudder or port to mean "put 
the vessel's rudder to port." 

Mr. HART. Mr. Speaker, I offer an 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. HART: page 18, 

line 20, strike out "show" and inser·~ in lieu 
thereof "carry." 

Page 18, line 22, strike out "carry" and 
insert in lieu th~reof "show." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed 

and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re
consider was laid on the table. 
AMENDMENT TO SECTION 304 OF THE 

FEDERAL PROPERTY AND ADMINIS
TRATIVE SERVICES ACT OF 1949 AND 
SECTION 4 OF THE ARMED SERVICES 
PROCUREMENT ACT OF 1947 

The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 2574) 
to amend section 304 of the Federal 
Property and Administrative Services 
Act of 1949 and section 4 of the Armed 
Services Procurement Act of 1:>4'1. 

Mr. BYRNES of Wisconsin. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
this bill be passed over without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Wis
consin? 

There was no objection. 
CONVEYANCE OF TRACT OF LAND IN THE 

STATE OF FLORIDA TO THE ST. AUGUS
TINE PORT, WATERWAY, AND BEACH 
DISTRICT 

The Clerk called the bill <H. R. ~510) 
to authorize and direct conveyance of a 
certain tract of land in the State of 
Florida to the St. Augu3tine Port, Wa
terway, and Beach Commission. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. TRIMBLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that the bill <S~ 
1214) to authorize and direct conveyance 
of a certain tract of land in the State of 
Florida to the St. Augustine port. wa-

terway, and beach district, be substituted 
for the House bill. 

The Cler~ read the title of the Senate 
bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ar
kansas? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the Senate bill, as fol-

lows: · 
Be it enacted, etc., That the General Serv

ices Administrator is authorized and directed 
to convey by quitclaim deed without mone
tary consideration to the St. Augustine port, 
waterway, and beach dh;trict, in St. Johns 
County, Fla., all right, title, and interest of 
the United States in and to the following 
described tract of land, together with all 
improvements thereon, in St. Johns County, 
Fla.: A strip of land situate, lying and being 
partly in section 8, township 7 south, range 
30 east, and partly in section 9, township 7 
south, range 30 east, and ·being a part of or 
lying immediately adjacent to the plat of 
"Vilano Beach," unit A, as recor j ed in map 
book 4, at page 47, records of St. Johns 
County, Fla., and more particularly b~mnded 
and described as follows: Beginning in the 
southward line of Mario Road, at the inter
section of the eastward line of Anahma Drive·, 
produced; thence eastwardly and southeast
wardly one thousand two hundred thirty
eight and nine-tenths feet along said south
ward line of Mario Road and binding on the 
several curve::; thereof, to the westward line 
of Zamora Street produced; thence south 
eighty degrees four minutes west four hun
dred and seventy-two feet; thence north
westwardly and westwardly six hundred 
forty-nine and eight-tenths feet on a curve, 
or curves, concentric with the curve or curves 
of the southward line of Mario Road and 
distant therefrom three hundred and thirty
three feet, measured normally to said curve 
or curves; thence south eighty degrees four 
minutes. west two hundred and fifty feet, 
more or less, to the Tolomato or North River; 
the.nee northwardly three hundred and 
thirty-three feet, more or less, along said 
Tolomato or North River; thence north 
eighty degrees four minutes east two hun
dred and fifty feet to the place of beginning. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, .was read the third time, and 
passed. 

A similar House bill <H. R. 3510) was 
laid on the table. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 
AUTHORIZING ADMINISTRATOR OF GEN

ERAL SERVICES TO TRANSFER TO THE 
DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY CERTAIN 
?ROPER.TY LOCATED AT DECATUR, ILL. 

The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 3585) 
to authorize and direct the Administra
tor of General Services to transfer to the 
Department of the Navy certain prop
er~y located at Decatur, Ill. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 
' Be it enacted, etc., That the Administrator 
of General Services is authorized and directed 
to transfer, without reimbursement, to the 
Department of the Navy those buildings 
known as the Atomic Energy Commission 
plant located at Decatur, Ill., together with 
the land and facilities in connection there
with, includlng all personal property related 
thereto, and now under the control and 
jurisdiction of the General Services Admin
istration. 

The bill w~,s ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon .. 
~ider was laid on the table. 
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AUTHORIZING AND DIRECTING THE AD.

MINISTRATO!:. OF GENERAL SERVICES 
TO TRANSFER TO THE DEPARTMENT 
OF THE AIR FORCE CERTAIN PROP
ERTY IN THE STATE OF MISSISSIPPI 

The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 4259) 
to authorize and direct the Administra.;. 
tor of General Services to transfer to the 
Department of the Air Force certain 
property in the State of Mississippi. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present. consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. TRIMBLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that the bill (S. 
1673) to authorize and direct the Ad
ministrator of General Services to trans
fer to the Department of the Air Force 
certain property in the State of Missis
sippi, be substituted for the House bill. 

The Clerk read the title of the Senate 
bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Arkansas? 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, reserv
ing the right to object, what does this 
bill provide? May I ask that the bill 
be read? 

The Clerk read the Senate bill, as 
follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Administrator 
of General Services is authorized and directed 
to transfer, without reimbursement, to the 
Department of the Air Force the following
described lands in Harrison County, Miss.: 

(a) That certain tract of land comprising 
one hundred and forty-seven acres, more 
or less, lying within sections 19 and 30, town
ship 7 south, range 9 west, at Keesler Field, 
Miss., now occupied by the Department of 
the Air Force under a permit from the 
Veterans' Administration; and 

(b) That certain tract of land lying north
westerly of and abutting the land described 
in (a) above, comprising fourteen and thirty
five one-hundredths acres, more or less. 
within sections 19 and 30, township 7 south, 
range 9 west, said land being approximately 
described as follows: 

Beginning at the section corner common 
to sections 25, 30, 31, and 36, township 7 
south, ranges 9 and 10 west, St. Stephens 
base and meridian; thence north no degrees 
thirteen minutes west, one thousand two 
hundred eight-five and ten one-hundredths 
feet to a point on the west line of section 
30, township 7. south, range 9 west; thence 
south eighty-seven ·degrees fourteen min
utes east, two hundred twelve . and twenty 
one-hundredths feet to a point at the inter
section of the south line of Pass Christian 
Road · and the east line of · Peters Lane; 
thence north one degree eighteen minutes 
west, one thousand three hundred seventy. 
four and twenty one-hundredths feet to a 
point on the east line of Peters Lane; thence 
continuing along the east line of Peters 
Lane north one degree three minutes west, 
one thousand six hundred sixteen and eighty 
one-hundredths feet to the true point of 
beginning; thence leaving the east line of 
Peters Lane north forty-five degrees eighteen 
minutes east, one thousand one hundred 
sixty-three and forty one-hundredths feet 
to a point on the south shore line of the 
Back Bay of Biloxi; thence following the 
south shore line of said bay in . a north
westerly direction one thousand· one hun
dred feet, more or less, to its intersection 
with the easterly line of Peters Lane ex
tended; thence south one degree three min
utes east, one thousand four hundred and 
sixty feet, more or less, along the east line 
of Peters Lane extended to the true point of 
beginning; 

. both tracts being as shown in color on map 
designated as · "Kessler Field, Miss., DRNG, 
727," dated May 28, 1944, on file in the Office, 
Chief of Engineers, Department of the Army. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection· to 
the request of the gentleman from Ar
kansas? 

There was no objection. 
The bill was ordered to be read a third 

time, was ·read the third time, and 
passed. 

A similar House bill m. R. 4259) was 
laid on the table. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 
AMENDMENT TO MILITARY PERSONNEL 

CLAIMS ACT OF 1945 

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 404) 
to provide for the settlement of claims 
of military personnel and civilian em
ployees of the War Department or of 
the Army for damage to or loss, destruc
tion, capture, or abandonment of per
sonal property occurring incident to 
their service. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. FORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving 
the right to object, I would like to ask 
someone on the committee to explain 
whether or not the Navy Department 
on behalf of the Department of Defense 
recommends . for or against the bill as 
reported? As I understand it, the Navy 
did object on behalf of the Department 
of Defense to the bill as introduced. 

Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my reserva
tion· of objection and I ask unanimous 
consent that this bill be passed over 
without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mich

. igan? 
There was no objection. 

FORT PIERCE PORT DISTRICT 

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2176) 
for the relief of the Fort Pierce Port 
District. 

Mr. TACKETT. Mr. Speaker, reserv
ing the right to object, I would like to 
have the gentleman from Florida ex
plain this legislation, please. 

Mr. ROGERS of Florida. Mr. Speaker. 
this is a bill for the relief of Fort Pierce 
in connection with an enterprise that 
was taken over by the Navy from 1942 
to 1946. They occupied it for a period 
of 3 or . 4 years. The people of Fort 
Pierce had a bond issue of $1,800,000 put 
on. They had built up a fine commer
cial business dealing with commerce to 
Cuba, which the railway train brought 
there. 

Mr. TACKETT. Mr. Speaker, the gen
tleman has convinced me. I withdraw 
my reservation of objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 
the Treasury is authorized and directed to 
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to the Fort ·Pierce 
Port District, Fort Pierce, Fla., the sum of 
$482,404.62, in full satisfaction Of its claim 
against the United States for compensation 
for the use by the Navy Department during 
the period January 3, 1943, to March 1, 1946, 
of 1(he Fort Pierce harbor, port, · and chan-

.nel, which were developed at the expense of 
the taxpayers residing within the . taxing 
jurisdiction of the Fort Pierce Port Dist rict: 
Provided, That no part of the amount ap
propriated in this act in excess of 10 per
cent thereof shall be paid or delivered to 
or received by any agent or attorney on .ac
count of services rendered in connection with 
this claim, and the same shall be unlawful, 
any contract to the contrary notwithstand
ing. Any person violating the provisions of 
this act shall be deemed guilty of a mis
demeanor and upon conviction thereof shaII 
be fined in any sum not exceeding $1,000. 

With the following committee amend
ment: 

Page 1, line 6, strike out "$482,404.62" and 
insert "$235,286.08." 

The committee amendment was 
agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed, and a motion to 
reconsider was laid on the table. 
PROVIDE FOR AN AGRICULTURAL PRO· 

GRAM IN VIRGIN ISLANDS 

The clerk called the bill m. R. ·4027) 
to provide for an agricultural program 
in the Virgin Islands. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Mr. 
Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
wish someone would tell me about the 
agricultural program in the Virgin 
Islands. 

Mr. POAGE. Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to have the opportunity to explain 
to the gentleman that this bill, which 
transfers from the Department of the 
Interior to the Department of Agricul
ture the agricultural experimental work 
in the Virgin Islands, was passed by the 
Senate last year, but our Agriculture 
Committee thought the Senate adopted 
too ambitious a program because it con
templated an increase in the work' 
and departmentalizing the work. The 
House committee, therefore, did not re
port the bill last year, but after looking 
into the matter this year we have re
ported this bill which does not involve 
anything except the transfer of the em
ployees and control from the Depart
ment of the Interior to the Department 
of Agriculture to carry on the same type 
of work that is being carried on. It is 
the type of work that everywhere else 
is controlled by the Department of 
Agriculture. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. What will 
be gained by such a transfer? 

Mr. POAGE. It will place all agri
cultural experimental work under one 
head where we think the work should 
be placed. At the present time .the con
trol of agricultural experimental work 
in the Virgin Islands is controlled by the 
Department of the Interior. Of course, 
every place else in the United States this 
work is controlled by the Department of 
Agriculture, but in the Virgin Islands 
the employees of the experiment sta
tions are employees of the Oepartment 
of the Interior. The Department of In
terior does not have the same general 
program for experimental work that the 
Department of Agriculture has. We 
felt it was much better to have the en
tire experimental program under one 
head than to have its under two heads. 
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Both the Department of the Interior · 
and the Department of Agriculture re
quest the transfer. We believe this 
measure should be looked upon as a 
proper coordination of our general pol
icy rather than a matter simply of local 
concern to the people of the Virgin 
Islands. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. How 
much more will it cost under the De
partment of Agriculture? 

Mr. POAGE. We cannot see that it 
should cost anything more, because the 
classification .of the employees is the 
same under both the Department of the 
Interior and the Department of Agri
culture. The pay is the same. The 
employees are the same. Only the 
boss is changed. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. There is 
a committee in the Public Lands Com
mittee on Insular Affairs dealing with 
the Virgin Islands problem. 

Mr. POAGE. Yes. 
Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. And they 

have looked into the agriculture prob
lems of the Virgin Islands. I think 
probably this is a move in the right 
direction to transfer it to the Depart
ment of Agriculture, but I am wondering 
why the bill was not referred to the 
committee that handles insular and ter
ritorial affairs. 

Mr. POAGE. Frankly our committee 
had nothing to do with assigning this 
measure to the Agriculture Committee. 
It came to our committee and we acted 
on it. The report, ' Which was sent to 
the committee by the Department of the 
Interior, on page 7 says that that De
partment is wholeheartedly in support 
of H. R. · 4027 and urges its enactment 
at the earliest possible date. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. I think 
the Department of the Interior has 
figured it is sort of a white elephant on 
'their hands. 

Mr. POAGE. I think that is possibly 
right, but I think it is very clear that 
this bill would effect the kind of reor
ganization, albeit on a small scale, which 
we all say we want to bring about. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. I yield to 
the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. JENSEN. The gentleman knows, 
of course, that the Virgin Islands Cor
poration is in charge of most of the 
activities so far as agriculture in the 
Virgin Islands is concerned, and that 
agency is under the scrutiny and under 
the jurisdiction, so far as dollars are 
concerned, of the subcommittee of the 
Interior Appropriations Committee of 
the House and the Insular Affairs Appro
priations Committee of the Senate. If 
this bill is made law, as I understand it, 
the officers of the Virgin Islands Corpo
ra ti:n will be deprived of their responsi
bility so far as agricultural experiment 
stations are concerned. 

We have a program in operation in the 
· Virgin Islands of building numerous 
dams to hold the rainfall which is so 
desperately needed, in order to move 
crop production. This program is under 
the jurisdiction of the Virgin Islands 
Corporation. Just why we should sepa
rate the functions of the Virgin Islands 

Corporation and take some of them away 
from that Corporation as is provided in 
this bill is more than I can understand. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. This com
pany holds a dominant position in the 
agricultural picture as far as the Virgin 
Islands is concerned. 

Mr. JENSEN. I believe it handles all 
of the agricultural problems of the Vir
gin Islands. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. It handles 
about 500 farm leases and looks after 
the production of the sugarcane, and so 
forth. 

Mr. JENSEN. Whether right . or 
wrong, that is the case. 
- Mr. HOPE. If the gentleman will 

yield, I do not think there is anything in 
this legislation that would interfere with 
the Virgin Islands Company or its oper
ations; in fact, in the report, in the letter 
from the Secretary of Agriculture it is 
stated that it is contemplated that there 
will be cooperation between the Virgin 
Islands Corporation and the Depart
ment. If this bill is passed the Depart
ment will do the work that the Depart
ment of Agriculture . does in every State 
of the Union, in Alaska, in Hawaii, and 
in Puerto Rico. So I do not see how there 
could be any conflict at all. 

Let me just read this sentence from the 
letter of the Secretary: 

In order to have an effective research pro
gram cooperative working relations would 
h :c.ve to be effected with the Virgin Islands 
Company and this Department as indicated 
in the recommendations of the committee 
report on agricultural resources, needs and 
possib111ties of the Virgin Islands. 

It is further stated in the letter of the 
Secretary in connection with the experi
mental work: 

It is therefore proposed that the Depart
ment of Agriculture request the Virgin 
Islands Company to provide land and new 
physical facilities that are needed for the 
contemplated new research program. 

Mr. JENSEN. The gentleman knows 
just what is going to happen, I am sure. 
The thing that will happen is that the 
Department of Agriculture will send a 
whole :flock of people down there, and it 
will be another agency piled on top of 
the agencies already there handling this 
matter. 

Mr. HOPE. No. 
Mr. JENSEN. So it will be in the final 

analysis a terrific expense to the tax
payers of America. 

Mr. HOPE. I would be very much 
opposed to the bill if that was going 
to happen. What is actually happen
ing under the bill is that we are trans
ferring this work which is now being 
done by the Department of the Interior 
to the Department of Agriculture at the 
request of the Department of the Inte
rior because it feels that it is not in a 
position to continue the work, and it is 
work that properly should be done by 
the Department of Agriculture. That 
is the only question involved; whether or 
not we want to transfer these activities 
from one agency to the other. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Mr. 
Speaker, this is a bill that I think 
should be considered by the Committee 
on Public Lands because it goes to some 
of the fundamental principles with 

which we are dealing as far as the 
Virgin Islands are concerned. I ask 
unanimous consent that the bill be 
passed over without prejudice, so that 
our committee may have the right and 
the time to consider it. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Nebraska? 

There was no objection. 
SHOSHONE AND ARAPAHO TRIBES 

The Clerk called the bill (S. 950) to 
amend the act authorizing the segrega
tion and expenditure of trust funds held 
in joint ownership by the Shoshone and 
Arapaho Tribes of the Wind River 
Reservation for the purpose of extend
ing the time in which payments are to 
be made to members of such tribes under 
such act, and for other purposes. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be tt enacted, etc., That the second pro
viso of section 2 of the act entitled "An 
act to authorize the segregation and ex
penditure of trust funds held in Joint owner
ship by the Shoshone and Arapaho Tribes 
of the Wind River Reservation," approved 
May 19, 1947 (61 Stat. 102), is amended by 
striking out "existing" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "any." 

SEc. 2. The first proviso of section 3 of such 
act is amended by strking out "five" and 
inserting in lieu thereof "ten." 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time and passed, 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

INDEPENDENCE NATIONAL 
HISTORICAL PARK 

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 3937) 
to amend the act of June 28, 1948 (62 
Stat.-.1061), to provide for the operation, 
management, maintenance, and demo
lition of federally acquired properties 
following the acquisition of such prop
erties and before the establishment of 
the Independence National Historical 
Park, and for other purposes. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the act of June 
28, 1948 (62 Stat. 1061), is hereby amended 
to add thereto the following section: 

"SEC. 7. Following the acquisition by the 
Federal Government of properties pursuant 
to this act and until such time as the build
ings thereon are demolished or the proper
ties and buildings thereon are devoted to 
purposes of the Independence National His~ 
torical Park as provided herein, the Secre
tary is authorized, with respect to the said 
properties, to administer, operate, manage, 
lease, and maintain such properties, and 
lease, demolish, or remove buildings, or space 
in buildings thereon, in such manner as he 
shall consider to be in the public interest. 
Any funds received from leasing the said 
properties, buildings thereon, or space in 
buildings thereon, shall be deposited to the 
credit of a special receipt account and ex
pended for purposes of operating, maintain
ing, and managing the said properties and 
demolishing or removing the buildings there
on. The Secretary, in his discretion not
withstanding other requirements of law, may 
exercise and carry out the functions author
ized herein by entering into agreements or 
contracts with public or private agencies, 
corporations, or persons, upon such terms 
and conditions as he deems to be appropriate 
in carrying out the purposes of this act." 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed 

and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

CALL OF THE HOUSE 

Mr. VELDE. Mr. Speaker, I make the 
point of order that a quorum is not 
present. 

The SPEAKER. Evidently, no quorum 
is present. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I move a 
call of the House. 

A call of the House was. ordered. · 
The Clerk called the roll, and the fol

lowing members failed to answer to their 
names: 

[Roll No. 167) 
Abbitt Gathings Murray, Wis. 
Albert Gordon O'Brien, Ill. 
Allen, Ill. Gore O'Brien, Mich. 
Allen, La. Granahan O'Hara 
Anderson, Calif. Green O'Konski 
Andresen, Gregory O'Neill 

August H. Gwinn Patten 
Anfuso Hale Perkins 
Angell Hall, Powell 
Ayres Ed win Arthur Quinn 
Bender . Hall, Radwan 
-Blackney Leonard W. Reams 
Blatnik Hand Redden 
Boggs, Del. Hays, Ohio Reece, Tenn. 
Boggs, La. Hebert Reed, Ill. 
Boykin Hedrick Reed, N. Y. 
Breen Heffernan Regan 
Brehm Heller Ribicoff 
Burton Hill Richards 
Busbey Hinshaw Riehlman 
Bush Hoeven Rivers 
Butler Hoffman, Ill. Robeson 
Byrne, N. Y. Irving Rodino 
Celler J ackson, Calif. Rog·ers, Mass. 
Chatham Javits Rogers, Tex. 
Chenoweth Johnson Roosevelt 
Chudoff Jonas Saba th 
Clemente Jones, Sadlak 
Cole, N. y; Hamilton C. St. George 
Combs Kearney Saylor 
Cooley Kelly, N. Y. Scott, Hardie 
Corbett Kennedy Scott, 
Coudert Keogh · · Hugh D., Jr. 
Cunningham Kersten, Wis. Scudder 
Curtis, Mo. Kilburn Shafer 
Davis, Ga. Klein Shelley 
Davis, Wis. Kluczynskl Smith, Kan. 
Delaney - Lane Stockman 
Dingell Latham Sutton 
Dollinger Lucas Taber 
Dolliver McCarthy Talle 
Donovan McCormack Taylor 
Doyle · McDonough Teague 
Durham McGregor Towe 
Eaton Martin, Mass. Vail 
Eberharter Mason Van Pelt 
Ellsworth Meader Vinson 
Engle Miller, Calif. Vorys 
Evins Miller, N. Y. Welch 
Fellows Mitchell Werdel 
Fine Morano Whitaker 
Fisher Morgan Wickersham 
Fogarty Morrison Wier 
Forand . · Morton Wilson, Ind. 
Fugate Multer Wood, Idaho 
Furcolo Murphy 

The SPEAKEB,. On this roll call 270 
Members have answered to their names, 
a quorum. 

By unanimous consent, further pro
ceedings under the call were dispensed 
with. 

CONSENT CALENDAR 

RATIFY AND CONFIRM ACT 7 OF SESSION 
LAWS OF HAWAII, 1951 

The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 4203) 
to ratify and confirm Act 7 of the Session 
Laws of Hawaii, 1951, extending the time 
within which revenue bonds may be is
sued and delivered under chapter 118, 
Revised Laws of Hawaii, 1945. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That Act 7 of . the Ses
sion Laws of Hawaii, 1951, amending sec
tion 6095 .of chapter 118, Revised Laws of 
Hawaii, 1945, as amended, so as to extend 
the time within which revenu·e bonds may be 
issued and delivered under said chapter 118, 
is hereby ratified and confirmed and revenue 
bonds may be issued under and pursuant to 
the provisions of said chapter 118, Revised 
Laws of Hawaii, 1945, as amended, and as 
further amended by said Act 7, without the 
approval of the President of the United 
States and without the incurring of an in
debtedness within the meaning of the Ha
waiian Organic Act, and said cha.pter 118, 
as amended, shall constitute full authority 
for the issuance of said bonds without ref
erence to· and inr:lependent of the Hawaiian 

· Organic Act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table. · 

EXTENDING TIMES FOR FREE BRIDGE 
ACROSS RIO GRANDE 

The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 3299) 
to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a free 
bridge across th0 Rio Grande at or near 
Del Rio, Tex. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read . the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 2 of the 
act entitled "An act authorizing the State 
of Texas, acting through the State Highway 
Commission of Texas, or the successors there
of, to.acquire, construct, maintain, and op
erate a free bridge across the Rio Grande 
at or near Del Rio, Tex.," approved August 2, 
1946, as amended, is hereby amended to read 
as follows: · 

"SEC. 2. The authority granted herein for 
construction of the bridge shall cease and 
be null and void unless the actual construc
tion be commenced within 8 years and com-

. pleted within 10 years from August 2, 1946, 
unless otherwise authorized by the Congress 
of the United States." 

The bill was ordered to be · engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 
RECOGNITION AND ENDORSEMENT OF 

METALLURGICAL CONGRESS 

The Clerk called the resolution <H. J. 
Res. 290) providing for the recognition 
and endorsement of the World Metal-
lurgical Congress. . 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the joint resolution, as follows: 

Whereas a study of available metal re
sources and the conservation of these re:. 
sources is of paramount concern to the har
mony of free nations; and ~ 

Whereas the staffs of the United States 
Bureau of Mines and the Geological Survey 
have concluded a report declaring our min
eral resources deficient in ·several important 
minerals and the outlook for major improve
ments not favorable, and stressing our con
Unued dependence on foreign resources for 
these commodities; and 

Whereas the ·same report declared it ob
vious that a dynamic program of research 
and exploration must be pursued if new 
sources are to be developed to supply future 
needs; and 

Whereas the exchange of metallurgical re
search ideas among top scientists of the 
free ',VOrld will contribute to defense pro-

duction in the United States and its friendly 
. neighbors; and 

Whereas the efficient use of both new metal 
production and available scrap can enhance 
the security of the free peoples; and 

Whereas metallurgical art and science in 
the free world are in good health and the 
metallurgist can be counted on for the effi
cient utilization of the available resources; 
and 

Whereas it is particularly of interest to the 
United States now to demonstrate si!ncere 
friendly relations with all free world in
dustrial production centers; and 

Whereas it has been a traditional Ameri
can policy to utilize private inventive genius 
whenever possible, believing that it results 
in the advance of the g;eneral welfare; and 

Whereas the Economic Cooperation Ad
ministration already has given its endorse
ment and material help: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, etc., That the Congress hereby 
. extends its official · welcome to the foreign 
metal scientists who will visit major Ameri
can production centers and attend the World 
Metallurgical Congress, October 14 to 19, un
der sponsorship of the American Society for 
Metals. The President is authorized and re
quested, by proclamation, or in such man
ner as he may deem proper, to grant recog
nition to the World Metallurgical Congress 
and the American Society for Metals for its 
instigation and sponsorship of this first 
world gathering of metal scientists, calling 
upon officials and agencies of the Govern
ment to assist and cooperate with such con
gress as occasion may warrant. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time, was 
read the third time, and passed, and a 
motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 
AMEND SECTION 25 OF TENNESSEE 

VALLEY AUTHORITY ACT OF 1933 

The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 3209). 
amending section 25 of the Tennessee 
Valley Authority Act of 1933, as amended. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the fourth sen
tence of section 25 of the Tennessee Valley 
Authority Act of 1933, as amended ( 48 Stat. 
70; 16 U.S. c., sec. 831x), is hereby amended 
to read as follows: "Such commissioners shall 
receive a per diem of not to exceed $30 for 
their services, together ·with an additional 
amount of not to exceed $10 per day for 
subsistence for time actually spent in per
forming their duties as commissioners, imd 
reimbursement of actual transportation ex
penses including an allowance for use of 
privately· owned automobiles at a rate not 
to exceed 7 cents per mile." 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 
CASH PAYMENTS IN LIEU OF VETERANS' 

CONVEYANCES 

The Clerk called the bill <S. 1864) to 
authorize payments by the Administra
tor of Veterans' Affairs on the purchase 
of automobiles or other conveyances by 
certain disabled veterans who served 
during World War II, and persons who 
served in the military, naval, or air serv
ice of the United States on or after June 
27, 1950, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. FORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving 
the right to object. In ligh-: of the 
fact that the committee of objectors 
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has a rule, unanimously agreed to, that 
no legislation involving more than $1,-
000,000 should be approved on the Con
sent Calendar, I withdraw m:r reserva
tion of objection and ask unanimous 
consent that this bill be passed over 
without prejudice. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, reserving 
the right to object, let me say to the 
gentleman from Michigan that this bill 
has ali-eady passed the Senate, and all 
we are doing here is striking out all after 
the enacting clause of the Senate bill 
and substituting the bill that was passed 
by the House. I do not think the rule 
that the gentleman refers to governing 
the conduct of the Committee of Objec
tors would apply. 

Mr. FORI;>. I might say to the distin
guished gentleman from Mississippi that 
I agree there is some difference in this 
situation from the ordinary kind of bill 
involving more than $1,000,000 that 
comes before us on the Consent Calendar. 
However, according to the committee re
port, this legislation is· estimated to cost 
$27,960,000. In all good conscience, and 
I make no statement as to the merits 
of the proposed legislation, I do not 
think it should be considered on the Con
sent Calendar. Perhaps the bill should 
be enacted into law. I simply say it 
should not be approved on the Consent 
Calendar. 

Mr. RANKIN. It has already passed 
the House, practically unanimously, I 
believe. All this bill does is to strike out 
all after the enacting clause of a similar 
bill passed by the Senate and substitute 
the provisions of the House bill, so I do 
not think that rule would apply. 

Mr. FORD. Admittedly, this is a 
rather unusual procedure. It seems to 
me that since this bill or one identical 
to it has been approved in the House and 
has go.ne. over to the other body and is 
now returned in a slightly different form 
approved by the other body, it would be 
a relatively simple matter to bring the 
revised legislation to the floor of the 
House in the ordinary course of events 
and not on the Consent Calendar. 

Mr. RANKIN. The Senate did not 
pass the House bill, but passed one of its 
own. It bypassed the House legislation. 
What we are doing, and what the com
mittee did here, was simply to take up 
the Senate bill, strike out all after the 
enactin; clause, and insert the House 
bill which had already passed this body 
unanimously. 

Mr. FORD. As the gentleman from 
Mississippi recalls; the committee of ob
jectors on both sides considered this 
particular legislation, although in dif
ferent form, on the Consent Calendar 
at an earlier date. It was subsequently 
brought to the floor of the House under 
the Calendar Wednesday procedure. I 
think the members of the objectors com• 
mittee would not be consistent if they 
permitted this bill, even though it is 
coming from the other body, to go 
through on the Consent Calendar at this 
time because of the rather extreme cost 
as compared with legislation that does 
normally ·appear on the Consent Cal
endar. 

Mr. RANKIN. If that is the attitude 
of the committee, it is absolutely useless 

to have it go over without prejudice. 
The thing you should do would be to 
object, so the next time it would take 
three objections, because we are trying 
to get recognition under suspension of 
the rules and, if we cannot get that, of 
course we will ·ask for a rule. But the 
gentleman ought not to ask to pass it 
over. If he is going to do anything, he 
should just object. 

Mr. FORD. I appreciate the state
ment of the distinguished gentleman 
from Mississippi, and I agree with his 
·suggestion. Rather than ask that it be 
·passed over without prejudice, I do ob
ject to its consideration on the Consent 
Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is heard. 
AUDUBON CENTENNIAL YEAR 

The Clerk called the bill <S. 248) au
thorizing the President of the United 
.states to issue a proclamation designat
ing 1951 as Audubon Centennial Year. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President of 
the United States is hereby authorized to 
issue a proclamation designating 1951 as 
Audubon Centennial Year in observance of 
the one-hundredth anniversary of the death 
of John James Audubon. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed, 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

The SPEAKER. That is the last eligi
ble bill on the Consent Calendar. 

COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS 

Mr. LARCADE. Mr. Speaker, on be
half of the chairman of the Committee 
on Public Works, I ask unanimous con
sent that that committee and subcom
mittees thereof may sit during general 
debate during the sessions of the House 
for the balance of this week. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Louisiana? 

There was no objection. 
SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 

1952 

Mr: COLMER. Mr. Speaker, I call up 
House Resolution 394 and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 

The . Clerk read the resolution, as 
follows: 

Resolved, That during the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 5215) making supplemental 
appropriations for tpe fiscal year ending June 
30, 1952, and for other purposes, all points 
of order againi;;t said bill or any provision 
contained therein are hereby y.raived. 

Mr. COLMER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 3 minutes. 

Mr. Speaker, this resolution simply 
makes in order the consideration of the 
bill <H. R. 5215) making supplemental 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1952, and for other purposes, 
and waiving points of order. 

Mr. Speaker, the best I could get from 
the hearings on the application for the 
rule is that three questions are raised so 
far as the waiving of points of order is 
concerned. On page 38 of the appro
priation bill, section 1309, certain re• 
strictions, or prohibitions rather, are 
made upon the payment of retirement 

funds to certain defense officers who 
have retired from the service and are 
engaged in selling their services to others 
who engage in contractual relations 
with the Government, which, I think, is 
a very laudable provision. Then, there 
are two other points involved. On page 
41, section 1312, is a section which ordi
narily would be subject to point of order. 
It provides in substance that certain per
sonnel and appropriations of funds 
available for salaries and expenses to 
any department or agency may be trans
ferred all in the interest, it would ap
pear, of economy. The third section 
which would be subject to a possible 
point of order is section 1313 on page 
42. That section provides in substance 
for the Army engineers to bring up to 
date reports on river and harbor and 
flood-control projects that have been . 
made upon authorizations theretofore 
made. The Committee on Appropria
tions seeks this action, it says, so that it 
might have the benefit of the then
existing conditions at the time the ap
propriation is asked for. I understand 
there is some opposition to this section 
of the bill, possibly coming from the 
Committee on Public Works, and that 
that will be debated during the consid
eration of the bill. I am inclined to the 
thought that this section should be clari
fied in the ensuing debate. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 30 minutes to the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BROWN], 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may require. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Mis
sissippi [Mr. COLMER] has made a very 
splendid explanation of the rule and the 
reason why the rule to waive points of 
order on this supplemental appropriation 
bill has been granted and should be 
adopted. I agree with the committee 
that these three sections-sections 1310, 
1311, and 1312-are of such importance 
that certainly the House should be per
mitted to pass upon the questions in
volved in these sections, rather than to 
have them subject to a point of order 
where the objection of one individual 
Member may prevent their consideration. 
However, Mr. Speaker, this bill contains 
a great many other sections and items 
which I would like to speak about because 
of their importance. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to have the 
attention of the House. , I realize fully 
that the way we have been appropriating 
so much money in the last week or so, 
that a little item of $1,677,000,000 may 
not be worth the attention of some Mem
bers of the House, but I would like to 
have the attention of those interested in 
economy for just a minute or two, if I 
may. 

This bill carries 8, total of $1,677,566,-
316 in supplemental appropriations. 
That huge sum is in addition to the ap
propriations which have already been 
voted by this House for the different 
agencies of Government as contained in 
the regular departmental appropriation 
bills. Some of the appropriation items 
contained in this supplemental bill look 
a little high to me, so I would like to 
make an inquiry or two, if I may, from 
some of the members of the subcommit
tee about a few of these items, if they 
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will be so kind as to explain. For in
stance, I note there has been added a 
million dollars in the appropriation for 
the Federal Communications Commis
sion. The House just got through pass
ing on FCC appropriations within the 
last few days so I feel that particular 
item had better be justified. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Speaker, would 
the gentleman like to be interrupted at 
this time? 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Yes. If the 
gentleman has an answer I shall ap
preciate it. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. The gentleman is cor
rect to this extent, that in the opinion 
of the minority Members there is no 
need for the additional money. The ob
jective, of course, is a worthy objective, 
but enough money was given to the Fed
eral Communications Commission in its 
regular appropriation to absorb more 
urgent expenses of the war like this one, 
and an amendment will be offered to cor
rect that. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. I appreciate the 
gentleman's explanation. I hope such 
an amendment is offered. It seems to 
me there is no particular reason why we 
should give so much careful attention 
to the general departmental appropria
tion .bills if later we are going to put 
everything back into a supplemental ap
propriation bill which we have but re
cently cut out, and thus eliminate all the 
savings we have made in the other regu
lar money bills. 

I feel it is up to the subcommittee to 
justify every single one of these appro
priation items as contained in this sup
plemental bill. I am sure the committee 

· can justify a great many of them, but 
I believe all of us should pay attention 
to this bill and to the various provisions 
of it, and determine for ourselves 
whether or not the items in this bill sim
ply constitute a restoration of the cuts we 
have made in past bills, or whether there 
is some valid and good reason why these 
additional funds should be appropriated; 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. I yield. 
Mr. SMITH of Virginia. I am glad 

to see the gentleman from Ohio raise 
this question about these bills, because 
I have studied this bill and the report 
over the week end, and I am mystified. 
I hope that the House will require very 
careful justification for all these items. 
I am particularly interested in the fact 
that all of the departments seem to 
have gotten in on this Defense Produc
tion Act stuff. They are asking for large 
sums of money. I am just wondering 
how much of this money that comes in 
under the Defense Production Act activ
ities of these departments is to cover up 
things that the House has spent so 
much time and so much trouble and so 
much controversy in cutting out of the 
appropriation bills. I hope the Members 
will require very careful and meticulous 
inspection and justification of this ap
propriation. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. For instance, 
may I say to the gentleman from Vir
ginia, on pages 7 and 8 are quite a num
ber of rather large additional appropria
tions· for the Department of Labor. Here 
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is one item of $1,075,000 for salaries and 
expenses. We just finished passing the 
regular appropriation bill for the Depart
ment of Labor a few days ago. Here is 
another item for a million and a half. 
Here is one for $19,000,000 more in 
grants to States for unemployment com
pensation. We have been boasting as to 
how we have more people employed to
day than we have ever had in our na
tional history. So why do we need more 
money for unemployment compensation 
if we have more persons gainfully em
ployed than we have ever had before, and 
there is such a scarcity of manpower? 

Mr. COLMER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. I yield to the 
gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. COLMER. I, too, am glad that 
the gentleman from Ohio brought up 
this matter. I had intended going into 
that a little further later on myself, but 
since we are on the subject, the gentle
man will recall that when members of 
the Appropriations Committee were · be
fore the Committee on Rules, I asked 
them then if any of these cuts that had 
been made by the House in the bills were 
restored in this particular bill. They 
gave us assurance that that was not so. 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Brie:tly. 
Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. If the 

gentleman was given that assurance, 
certainly that is not in line with two 
items under the heading of "Agricul
ture." 

Mr. COLMER. Then, of course, the 
only thing to do is when the bill is under 
Cl)nsideration, if the bill itself comes up 
for consideration, is to go into those mat
ters, because I am certainly in accord 
with the gentleman from Ohio and the 
gentleman from Virginia and the others 
who have spoken that there is no use 
in marching up the hill in cutting these 
different appropriation bills only to have 
the cuts restored in a supplemental bill. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. The reason I 
am emphasizing these items in the bill 
is simply so Members of the House who 
\',ere not at th~ Rules Committee hear
ing, or are not members of the Com
mittee on Appropriations, may be put on 
notice that there are many important 
appropriation items contained in this 
bill-important items that should re
ceive careful study and upon which we 
should pass judgment as to whether or 
not we want to appropriate the funds 
set forth in this bill regardless of the 
previous action of the Hcuse in turning 
them down. 

Mr. McGRATH. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. I yield. 
Mr. McGRATH. The gentlem·an 

made reference to one item of $1,075,000 
and $1,500,000 in the farm-labor-supply 
bill. I call the gentleman's attention to 
the fact that the bill, H. R. 311, just 
passed by the House, contained $950-,-
000,000 that is deductible from this 
amount. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. I understand 
that. But what I am pointing out is that 
some of these items or appropriations 
should be carefully checked by the mem-

bership in light of the actions we have 
previously taken on various regular de
partmental appropriation bills. 

But I want to proceed quickly, if I 
may, and call attention to other items 
in this bill. On page 9 there is a single 
two-line item which appropriates $260,-
000,000 for the Atom~c Energy Commis
sion. I know but little about atomic 
energy or the Atomic Energy Commis
sion, and I do not believe Members of 
the House know much about them 
either, but we should have some justi
fication for ~ppropriating this $260,-
000,000 item or it should not be included. 
I assume the committee will justify it, 
and I think tl~ey certainly should and 
must, because even in this day and age 
$260,000,000 is quite a tidy sum of money, 
especially in view of the difficulties we 
are encountering in our efforts to find 
some new sources of revenue through 
taxation. 

Then we find l.luge appropriations con
tained in this bill for stockpiling stra
tegic and critical materials; probably all 

·necessary, of course; but again we should 
have that item explained. 

Let us go down a little f11rther in the 
bill, and call your attention to some 
other rather large appropriation items. 

Mr. CLEVENGER. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. I yield. 
Mr. CLEVENGER. I am a member 

of the Appropriations Subcommittee 
handling funds for State, Justice, and 
Commerce. There is an item contained 
in this bill of $100,000,000 for Commerce. 
I plead guilty to not having any knowl
edge whatever as to what they may be 
for, even though I am a member of that 
Subcommittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. And the 
gentleman has just finished spending the 
last 6 or 7 months working on the regular 
appropriation bill for the Department of 
Commerce, and he does not know what 
this item is for? 

Mr. CLEVENGER. I have no idea at 
all. Then there is $29,500,000. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. I am sure the 
gentleman will be interested in seeing to 
it that careful consideration is given to 
this matter. 

Mr. CLEVENGER. Indeed so. 
Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. 

Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BROWN of Ohio. I yield. 
Mr H. CARL ANDERSEN. I may 

say the· same thing as far as the Depart
ment of Agriculture is concerned. The 
minority on the Subcommittee on Agri
culture Appropriations had no notice 
whatsoever that any request was going 
to be made to add to the appropriation 
for the Bureau of Agricultural Economics 
the sum of $150,000, an amount almost 
identical to that which the gentleman 
from Minnesota cut out of the bill in a 
fight here on the :tloor. Nor did I know 
that they had restored to the Secretary's 
immediate office $50,000 of the $75,000 
that we took out of the bill for Agricul
ture on the :tloor of the House. I think, 
if the gentleman from Ohio will bear 
with me, it seems to me that there are 
many items in this bill which simply 
counteract the action previously taken 
by the House. 
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Mr. BROWN of Ohio. I think the 
gentleman will be also interested in 
knowing that there is some $27,000,000 
or $28,000,000 in this bill for relief funds, 
or aid funds, for the occupied areas of 
Europe. I thought we just last Friday 
passed a bill on foreign aid. Here is 
more, of course, for occupied territory. 
Maybe it is all justifiable, but if so we 
should know why and how. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. I yield to the 
gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. RANKIN. May I say to the 
gentleman from Ohio that this measure. 
goes far beyond anything contemplated 
by the rules of the House· of Representa
tives. The rule waives points of order 
against those provisions in the bill that 
are absolutely foreign to the powers of 
the Committee on Appropriations. So 
the thing to do is to vote down the 
previous question, then strike out that 
provision which waives all points of or
der and then we may get back to a 
sound legislative basis. 

Mr . . BROWN of Ohio. Let me say the 
items I have been mentioning here are 
appropriation items. They are not the 
paragraph that would o.therwise be sub
ject to a point of order. The only rea
son why the rule was granted was to 
make in order the three paragraphs or 
sections I mentioned earlier. These 
others are all appropriation items which 
the Appropriations Committee has a 
right to bring in here without a rule, but 
the merit of which I think we have to 
pass on. 

I would like to turn to page 27, if I 
may. I am sure all of you will be inter
ested in studying rather . carefully some 
of the appropriation items for the Fed
eral Security Agency, and also for the 
Department of Agriculture. You will 
see that in several different places ap
propriation items are carried for the De- · 
partment of Labor and for the Depart- . 
ment of Commerce. You will find some 
on one page. and some on other pages. 

The committee has reduced rather 
drastically-and I notice the newspapers 
have had considerable comment on it
the requests of Civil Defense Administra
tion for funds. Then here is a slight 
amount for · the Department of Defense 
again. There is no question on that 
item, however. 

I would like to turn, if I may, .to the 
appropriation contained here for in
dependent offices, for which this bill car
ries $1,290,953,000. In one item you will 
find something like $127,000,000 for the 
Eric Johnston and Mike DiSalle set
ups downtown. I call your att~ntion to 
that, $127,000,000, if I recall the figure 
correctly, which is to run the price-con
trol set-up, although we do not have any 
rationing, and we do not have any price 
control, either one. I would like for the 
committee to compare, or for someone 
else on the ftoor to .compare, the appro
priation which is requested-that $127 ,-
000,000-with the amount Congress 
voted OPA when that agency was actu
ally administering price control, ration
ing, and all that in World War II. Can 
anyone on the committee give me any 
information? 

Mr. FORD. For the information of 
the gentleman from Ohio, it is my recol
lection that the testimony brought out 
that during OPA _days when we had ra
tioning that agency had approximately 
35,000 to 40,000 employees. ·At the pres
ent time the comparable agency under 
OPS has approximately 10,000 em
ployees. They requested 19,000 for the 
fiscal year 1952 and the committee by its 
action in making certain reductions kept 
the employees total to I think 14,000 or 
15,000. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. May I ask the 
gentleman how much was actually ap
propriated to run OPA for a single year 
back in the days when we had almost 
uni1ersal . rationing and price control. 
Does the gentleman know the amount, in 
comparison with this $127,000,000? 

Mr. FORD. In reply to the question 
asked by the gentleman from Ohio, I was 
not in the House at that time and I do 
not have the comparable figures. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. One hundred 
twenty-seven million six hundr'ed thou
sand dollars in this one item. That is 
not very far from the amount we appro
priated to run OPA, if I remember cor
rectly, and I am simply trusting my 
memory because I have not been able to 
get any authentic report. Let me read 
to you what this one item is for and I 
think you better look at it further. 

I refer to page 29: 
For expenses necessary for the Economic 

Stabilization Agency, including hire of pas
senger motor vehicles; not to exceed $5,000 
for emergency and extraordinary expenses, to 
be expended under the direction of the Ad
ministrator for such purposes as he deems 
proper, and his determination thereon shall 
be ·final and conclusive; and expenses of at
tendance at meetings concerned with the 
purposes of this appropriation; $127,600,000. 

Now there is an item that I think 
somebody had better explain. 

Mr. NICHOLSON. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. I yield to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. NICHOLSON. That is in addi
tion to the regular appropriation. How 
much was that? 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. No. The 
regular appropriation was not made, as 
I understand, because we had not yet 
passed the Defense Production Act. I 
understand that in this one item is in
cluded $97,000,000 for OPS itself-that 
is Mike DiSalle's agency-or $8,500,000 
less than he requested. If I recall cor
rectly, the appropriation we made for 
OPA itself the last year it was in opera
tion was around $120,000,000. I may be 
wrong about that, however. Now if 
they tell us we are going to have ration
ing, that we are going into a completely 
controlled economy, which they say we 
are not, then they may need all of this 
money. If we are going to organize OPS 
clear down into every little town and 
hamlet in the Nation; if we are going to 
put a whole horde of Government em
ployees on the payroll, and get up to the 
40,000 OPS officials we had during the 
war, then perhaps this item can be justi
fied, but otherwise I feel this is an item 
the House had better look over careful
ly. I hope some of the members of the 

Committee on Appropriations will really 
check into this item thoroughly. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. I yield to the 
gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. JENSEN. During the early days 
of Congress last year the members of 
the Committee on Appropriations were 
assured that whenever a supplemental 
or deficiency request was made, that the 
members of the respective subcommit
tees which handled such appropriations 
would have the opportunity to hold hear
ings or be called before the deficiency 
subcommittee and to ask questions and 
to learn as best they could what the re
quest was made for. That was done 
during the last session, but I am sorry 
to say that a comparatively small pro
portion of the membership of the Com
_mittee on Appropriations on both sides 
of the aisle was called into the hearings 
on this emergency appropriation bill; 
hence, very few members of the commit
tee, which numbers 50, knew little about 
what was in this bill until the bill was 
reported to the full committee, and then 
in full committee, I am sorry to say, not 
over 10 minutes was spent to acquaint 
the membership of the committee with 
the provisions of this bill which seeks to 
appropriate and spend $1,677,000,000 of 
the American people's money. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. I wish to 
thank the gentleman for his comment. 
Surely the members of the full Commit
tee on Appropriations, ev'en with the 
small . time they have had on this bill, 
know more about it, because of their 
experience with the regular appropria
tion bills than the average Member of. . 
the House. 

Mr. ·HALLECK. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio; I yield t.o the 
gentleman from Indiana. · 

Mr. HALLECK. I wonder if the 
members of the Committee on Appro
priations in appearing before the Com
mittee on Rules on this rule made any 
representations or statements as to the 
necessity for immediate action on this 
measure as against taking it up, say a 
few weeks from now when there might 
be a better opportunity to see what these 
provisions really are. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Of course, 
when the measure was brought before 
the Rules Committee and the pending 
rule was discussed, there was no par
ticular discussion as to the time the bill 
would be brought up on the floor, but 
rather as to the necessity for the rule 
to waive points of order to continue in 
effect the present provisions of law rela
tive to the emergency hiring of civilian 
personnel, which is carried in one of 
the three sections I mentioned a while 
ago. I would like to say to the gentle
man from Indiana, and to the Members 
of the House, I am not opposed to this 
rule. Instead I urge its adoption. 

So what I have said here this morning 
I hope will not be taken as an expression 
of opposition to the rule itself. The rule 
before us simply waives points of order 
on these three sections so as to permit 
the House to pass upon them. I am sim
ply trying to emphasize the necessity of 
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our studying the different appropriation 
items in the measure before us. While 
this is a small bill, there is so much 
money appropriated by it, and there is 
so little explanation as to why we need 
to appropriate all these additional funds 
on top of the appropriations we have al
ready made in the regular departmental 
appropriation bills, I feel we should all 
be aware of what is really before us in 
this one piece of legislation. 

Mr. HALLECK. From what I know of 
this measure, it occurs to me that there 
are many places in it where substantial 
cuts could be made. I sincerely trust 
that amendments to accomplish that re
sult will be offered and that we can get 
support for them. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. I certainly 
think there is a great opportunity to 
work some worthwhile economies in this 
measure. It appears that way to me. I 
expect to vote for all amendments to re
duce or cut these items, unless the need 
for the funds carried therein can be sub
stantiated on the fioor of the House. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. I yield to the 
gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. This is August 20, 
one and two-thirds months after the 
close of the fiscal year. I think this is 
another illustration of the statement I 
made on the floor the other day to the 
effect that we do not know exactly what 
we are doing. We do not have control of 
the Government. We have substantially 
lost control, because here is this great bill 
coming in within a month and 20 days of 
the end of the fiscal year. I congratulate 
the gentleman on having made the ob
servation. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. I thank the 
gentleman very much. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. I yield. 
Mr. REES of Kansas. I notice this re

port indic~tes a number of subcommit
tees have considered these matters. It 
would appear from just reading the re
port that these various requests have 
been approved by these subcommittees. 
Do I understand from the gentleman 
froni Ohio or the members of the Com
mittee on Appropriations that these var
ious requests were not even made before 

, the subcommittees, let alone any hear
ings on them? 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. I cannot in
form the gentleman as to what was done 
in the Appropriations Committee. The 
gentleman has heard, of course, mem
bers of the full Appropriations Commit
tee state here on the floor that these 
matters had not been called to their at
tention, or at least some of the members 
of the subcommittees so stated. At least 
two gentlemen stated that was correct. 

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin. Mr. Speak
er, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. I yield. 
Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin. Does not 

this set some kind of precedent? Does 
the gentleman know of any similar in
stance? 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Does the gen
tleman refer to the bill or the rule? 

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin. The bill. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. First; may I 
say, this is the same type of rule we have 
adopted before, b~cause otherwise you 
cannot make some of these savings or 
restrictions that they do make through 

. these three sections. We have to waive 
points of order on them. But I am 
afraid the handling of this bill has been 
such as to set some sort of precedent 
which is not good. I want to empha
size again that the ' Members of the 
House should realize we have before us 
a very large appropriation bill. This bill 
carries more than $1,600,000,000 in ap
propriations for the various departments 
of Government supplemental to the 
regular appropriations we have already 
passed upon. Certainly we ought to give 
this measure careful attention to see if 
we cannot fry out just a little bit of the 
fat that appeares to be contained in _it. 

Mr. COLMER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? · 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. :.&: yield to the 
gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. COLMER. Of course I am in ac
cord with the views expressed by the 
gentleman about looking into this bill 
very carefully when the House gets into 
the Committee of the Whole. Bu~ I am 
sure the gentleman will also agree with 
me that it is to the advantage of those of 
us who are interested in e~onomy, that 
the rule be adopted. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Oh, yes. I tried 
to make that point very clear. I hope the 
rule will be adopted, otherwise we can
not make the savings provided under 
these three sections, none of which car
ries appropriations, which are actually 
more or less legislation on an appropria
tion bill, but which will bring about great 
savings. Unless we adopt the rule waiv
ing points of order, these sections may be 
stricken out by the objection of only one 
Member. However, all these appropria
tion items, which I have mentioned, and 
I want to make this very clear, do not 
come under the rule, and it does not 
make any difference what we do on 
the rule-these appropriation items will 
be before us just the same. So, let us 
adopt the rule, a~d then start consid
ering those appropriation items. 

Mr. COLMER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. CoxJ. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, if we are go
ing to consider this bill at all, I think 
it is just as well we consider it under the 
proposed rule as otherwise. I want . to 
agree with the gentleman from Indiana. 
[Mr. HALLECK], however, and with the 
observation that it would seem to be wis
er and better if consideration of this 
measure were deferred until after we 
come back from the contemplated re
cess. 

Mr. Speaker, when I examined this bill, 
I was somewhat provoked to se~ that it 
carried a!l appropriation of $1,000,000 
for the Federal Communications Com
mission. You will recall, that on May 
4, the committee came here with a bill 
proposing an appropriation of $6,575,000 
for the Communications Commission to 
defray the necessary expenses in per
forming certain duties under acts that 
were named in the bill. That recom
mended appropriation was cut from $6,-
575,000 to $6,000,000. Now we find the 

Committee on Appropriations coming 
back with a bill restoring the $575,000 
which was stricken from the bill of May 
4, and adding to it an additional amount 
of $425,000. It has been stated in the 
debate, or in the consideration of the 
pending rule, that the Communications 
Commission needs some money to carry 
on its monitoring service. However, 
coupled with that suggestion, it has been 
mentioned to me that an amendment 
will be offered providing that this $1,-
000,000 for· this monitoring service be 
taken out of the appropriations already 
made. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not know how many 
of my colleagues are familiar with the 
composition and the behavior of the 
Federal Communications Commission, 
but I happen to be one Member of this 
body who believes he knows something 
about the set-UP-and his opinion is that 
it is a bad outfit. If you recall, or if you 
have information as to how this Com
mission operated during the last v:ar. 
then there is no need of argument now 
to convince you it performs somewhat 
as tJ:~e representative of the people who 
are now giving the world so much 
trouble. I recall when the bill was un
der consideration, on May 4, I said some
thing critical of the Commission and I 
was queried on my opinion of Mr. Coy. 
who is now Chairman. I do not know 
too much about Mr. Coy, except that I 
do know that before he became Chair
man of the Commission he had charge 
of a broadcasting station belonging to 
the Washington Post. I know that while 
Chairman of the Commission the Com
mission did grant a license to a broad
casting set-up that belonged in large 
part to a group of Communists. I hap
pen to know that the Commission at the 
time they granted the license to this 
Communist-controlled outfit, knew that 
it was Communist-controlled. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tleman from Georgia has expired. 

Mr. COLMER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
the gentleman two additional minutes. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish 
to cover ground that I have gone over 
time and time again, but I do wish to 
say to this House that not an additional 
dime should be appropriated to the F~d
eral Communications Commission. It 
has been able to get from the Appropria
tions Committees of the Senate and the 
House, for a number of years, money far 
in excess of what the Commission might 
legitimately use. It is overstaffed. It 
was operated as a cover-up for Commu
nists during the last world war. It is at 
this time staffed with extreme leftists. 
In their legal department alone they 
have 97 people, 67 of whom are lawyers, 
or claim to be lawyers. They could get 
along with a half dozen. If you go down 
there and take· a look, you would come 
away convinced that 90 percent of the 
outfit had just gotten here from Mos
cow. 

Mr. Speaker, there is no justification 
for making this appropriation. I trust 
that the amendment which will be of
fered by the gentleman from California 
[Mr. PHILLIPS) changing the language so 
as to make the $1 ,000,000 come out of 
the appropriation -already made will be 
accepted. 
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Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COX. I yield. 
Mr. BROWN of Ohio. I think the 

gentleman made a very worthwhile 
. statement, but I . am sure the House 
would be interested in knowing that this 
bill carries an appropriation for 85 new 
automobiles. 

Mr. COX. Yes. We have one man 
in that Commission who in my judg
ment is entitled to the confidence and 
respect of this House, and .that is Bob 
Jones, who was formerly a Member of 
this House. 
. The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tleman from Georgia has again expired. 

Mr. COLMER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
5 minutes to the gentleman from Louisi
ana [Mr. LARCADE]. 

Mr. LARCADE·. Mr. Speaker, I re
gret very much to find myself in disa
greement with the distinguished chair
man and members of the Civil Functions 
Appropriation Committee. I was sur
prised that my friends on the Rules Com
mittee had granted a rule on this bill 
under discussion, waiving points of order. 
This is legislation on an appropriation 
bill. I do not · think anyone will say 
·otherwise. It · comes to the floor of this 
House after having been reported out on 
Saturday, and the report accompanying 
the bill in this case, with reference to 
section 1313, was . only released · this 
morning at 10 o'clock. I think this mat
ter affects the committee of which I am 
.a member, the Public Works Committee. 
I refer to section 1313 of the bill-to such 
an extent that the chairman called a 
meeting of the committee this morning 
to consider the matter, and the matter 
was discussed as far as was possible and 
practical with the information that we 
had in hand. 

No member of the committee was able 
to investigate the matter by reading the 
hearings, or to find out very much about 
it; and after discussing the matter at 
considerable length it wa~ decided by the 
committee that the chairman should be 
instructed to off er an amendment to 
strike out section 1313 of the bill until 
such time as another civil-functions ap
propriations bill might come up or legis
~ation might be offered in regular order 
or consideration of the purposes sought 
to be accomplished by the amendment 
under section 1314 of the bill. 

Mr. COLMER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield briefly? 

. Mr. LARCADE. I yield. 
Mr. COLMER. I do not of course want 

to get into an argument with my friend 
about his expression of surprise that the 
RuleJ Comn:ittee had gra.nted such a 
rule, but I do want to call the gentle
man's attention to the fact that this 
item was but one of a number of items 
against which points of order would lie. 
The Rv.le..; Committee therefore took no 
stand on thi~ particular item but in the 
over-all picture saw fit to grant the rule; 
and I think the House should see fit in 
the interest of economy and good gov
ernment to go along with that position 
and adopt the rule. 

Mr. LAIWADE. That may be true, 
but the fact remains that the committee 
is precluded from making a point of 
order ag·ainst the item. 

Mr. COLMER. The committee has its 
remedy in that it can offer a motion to 
strike. 

· Mr. LARCADE. That is true; and as 
I ·stated a moment ago, it is the intention 
of the committee to offer an amendment 
to strike out section 1313. 

I should also like to say for the benefit 
of the members of the Appropriations 
Subcommittee handling civil functions 
bill that in view of the fact that the 
House Committee on Public Works did 

. not have any opportunity to go into the 

. matter at any length a resolution was 
passed which I will read to you: 

· Resolved, That the chairman of the Com
mittee on Public Works is hereby authorized 
to appoint fl, special committee to study the 
policies, practices, and procedures in con
nection with authorization and construction 
of river, harbor, a:qd flood control projects, 
and report back to the committee with the 
utmost despatcl). its findings and ' recom-
mendations thereon. · 

In view of the fact that the Public 
Works Committee is going to investigate 
the matter that is brought to the atten
.tion of the House by the committee, we 
hope that the committee will give con
sideration to accepting the amendment 
whicn will be offered by the chairman of 
the· committee and not insist upon sec
tion 1313 being included in the bill. 

It was the consensus of the members 
of the Public Works Committee that a 
hasty perusal of the m,atter indicates that 
the entire proposal can have only one re
sult, to handicap and shortly stalemate 
the river and harbor and flood control 
program. It would add red tape to the 
time-tE>sted and thorough procedures 
now in effect. No doubt those interests 
who desire to stop improvement and use 
of our waterways would welcome this 
chance to hamstring the work. 

Mr. PASSMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re
marks at this point in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Louisiana? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. PASSMAN. Mr. Speaker, Mem

bers of the House, if there is an amend
ment offered to strike section 1313 ·from 
H. R. 5215, I shall support the amend
ment. 

Without a doubt there is some merit to 
section 1313 but likewise there are ob
jectionable features in that the Corps 
of Army Engineers is being singled out 
for an attack and for reasons not indi
cated on the surface and, in my opinion, 
not justifiable. 

In my considered judgment, if section 
1313 remains in the bill, there will be 
very little, if any, funds appropriated for 
flood control for fiscal 1953 in that the 
Army Civil Functions Subcommittee of 
the Appropriations Committee would not 
require the Corps of Army Engineers to 
furnish complete description and an up
to-date estimate of construction costs on 
the many projects for which the budget 
will not recommend funds. Further
more, it is my understanding that · it 
would be December before the Corps of 
Army Engineers would be notified by the 
Budget what projects it will recommend 
for funds and it would then be too late 
for . the Corps of Army Engineers to fur-

nish the Army Civil Functions Subcom
mittee of the Appropriations Committee 
with the complicated information re
quired in section 1313. 

Under section 1313, it would appear 
that the Army Civil Functions Subcom
mittee of the Appropriations Committee 
would supersede previous action by the 
Public Works Committee and both 
branches of the Congress because it is 
my understanding,- and I am sure it is 
your understanding, that the Congress 
cannot appropriate funds for a project 
until it has been authorized, and before 
the Public ·Works Committee and the · 
Congress will authorize an expenditure 
for a project, the cost must be justi
fied and fixed, therefore, the information 
requested in section 1313 of the present 
bill is a duplication of that information 
already furnished to the Public Works 
Committee and the Congress. 

There are many · instances of record 
where the Corps of Army Engineers has 
recommended to the Congress that cer
tain projects be· discontinued and au
thorization canceled as changing condi,;, 
tions discfose that ·such projects are no 
longer economical. 

As a member of the Appropriations 
Committee and having great respect for 
its chairman, as well ·as the members 
of the Army Civil Functions Subcom
mittee, I :i;eluctantly oppose section 13l3, 
nevertheless, I consider it the right step 
but in the wrong direction. However, 
if the Appropriations Committee will 
recommend the same procedure in han
dling appropriations for all branches of 
the Federal Government and will rec
ommend to the· Congress that a sum
cient number of technical investigators 
be appointed, then whatever merit there 
is in section 1313 ·would manifest itself · 
in the_ interests of the taxpayer and our 
system of appropriating funds to oper
ate the many Federal agencies. 

I must necessarily state that my ex
perience with the Corps of Army Engi
neers has been most businesslike, and I 
have the highest respect for General 
Pick and his staff . . In my experience in 
dealing with the Corps of Army Engi
neers I have found it to be one of the 
finest, if not the finest, branches of our · 
military service. It is em.cient and well 
organized and entirely competent to 
carry on its important work. It would 
behoove all of us to place more confi
dence in General Pick's highly trained 
engineering staff than in some investi
gator who probably is working to make 
a · good showing for himself. 

Mr. COLMER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
3 minutes to the gentleman from Loui
siana [Mr. BROOKS]. 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Speaker, I have 
great misgivings re~arding the section 
referred to by my colleague a moment 
ago, namely section 1313 of this bill. I 
knew noth~ng about my colleague's at
titude regarding this particular section 
of the bill until he rose a moment ago 
to speak. But in readi:':lg subsection (b) 
of section 1313, I have great misgivings, 
to put the matter mildly. This subsec
tion (b) authorizes, in fact directs, the 
Chief of Engineers to restudy every proj
ect of flood control adopted since March 
3, 1925, by the Congress, to decitie again 
whether they are "undesirable, inadvis-
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al:le, or uneconomic, or whether any 
curtailment of the project should be 
made for any other reason." 

The reason I have great misgivings 
about it is because this Congress just 
about 2 weeks ago passed the defense 
public works measure under the terms 
of which fully $4,000,000,000 of defense 
public construction work is given over 
to the Army engineers. That was under 
the $6,000,000,000 bill we passed recently. 

The engineers are now devoting their 
full time to this work, and they have a. 
real job to do, in carrying on the defense 
program and the public-works projects 
that we have given them. They are not 
only rivers and harbors and flood-control 
projects, but national defense projects 
of great urgency to the safety and se
curity of the United States of America. 
in this critical hour when we have given 
them the largest public works bill in the 
history of this country, they would put 
this additional work upon them, Mr. 
Speaker, the additional duty under this 
section of reporting by December 31, · 
1952, whe~her all of all projects that this 
Congress has approved since 1925 should 
be completed, or should be thrown out or 
should be cla.ssifitd "undesirable, inad
visable, or uneconomical," or should be 
changed in any way. I do not think 
now is the time to put that great respon
sibility in addition to the wartime re
sponsibility upon this great Corps of En
gineers, upon whom we have just im
posed such tremendous tasks by the 
passage of the Defense Public Works Act 
involving $6,000,000,000 some 2 or 3 
weeks ago. 

Mr. Speaker, I would go so far as to 
say that if. there is any project that 
seems to be bad; yes, let us reinvestigate 
that, let us throw it out. If there is 
any project out of which there will come 
wrong ideas, criticisms or something else . 
that would smack of some wrong
doing I would say, yes, reinvestigate 
that and bring it back to the Congress 
for action; but not, Mr. Speaker, to go 
over the whole program since 1925 plac
ing all of this work and responsibility 
upon them at a time when they are 
called upon to do so much for the defense 
of the Nation. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to revise and extend 
my remarks and include supporting data. · 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan?. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. COLMER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

3 minutes to the gentleman from Mis
souri [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I hope 
that we may have the earnest attention 
of the Members of the House today on 
the merits of the question that has been 
raised. 

The bill submitted by the committee 
is the cleanest bill so far as legislative 
provisions are concerned recently report .. 
ed to the House. There is only one item 
of appropriation subject to a point of 
order, and that is the $300 per Member · 
for stationery. No other money item in 
the bill is without authorization. 

In all the rest of the provisions until 
we reach the last chapter there is only · 

one item subject to a point of order and ~- been a member of the subcommittee of 
that provides for waiving certain civil .· the Committee on Appropriations for 
service requirements, in one agency. , -Army Civil Functions. I sat through the 

The last part of the bill contains the rather extensive hearings that were held 
usual general provisions always included ·by this subcommittee under the inves
in appropriation bills. All of them are, tigation authorized a year ago by the 
of course, subject to points of order and Committee on Appropriations. As a 
all of them are invariably included in the result, I am quite familiar with all the 
supply bills. l charges and countercharges that have 

That leaves only section 1313. Sec- been discussed here by several Members.I 
tion 1313 provides only one simple but In my estimation, these provisions · 
essential requirement. It requires the contained in section 1313 are desirable, 
Board of Engineers to submit planning although to some extent I disagree with 
reports on the projects for which ap- the conclusions that have been set forth -
propriations are requested. That is all in the committee report and I vigorously 
it does. And nothing could be more rea.. disapprove of any disparagement of the 
sonable. It affords the committee a Corps of Engineers as such or General 
basis on which to determine the amounts Pick, Colonel Potter, or other members 
to be appropriated for the projects sub.. of the Corps. 
mitted to them for funds. I would like to say this: I think there 

The statute already requires the is a grave danger that some would like 
Board of Engineers to submit to the to discredit the Corps of Engineers for 
legislative committee a survey report ulterior political purposes. The pro-: 
for each project. And the Board of En- posed rules for the Corps are desirable 
gineers has always insisted that they if not too cumbersome in operation. 
are a~o accustomed to submit to the The same rules and regulations however, 
Committee on Appropriations planning should be applicable to every engineer .. 
reports on each project. But when the ing and construction agency of the Fed .. ' 
committee investigated they found that eral Government. I strongly believe in 
these planning reports were not sub- having the same rules applying to each' 
mitted in advance and when submitted and every engineering agency in the' 
were not always accurate. As a result Federal Government. If the Congress· 
many of the projects, if not all of them sets up this procedure for the Corps of 
have cost vastly more than the com~ Engineers the identical procedures' 
mittee was led to believe they would should apply to the Bureau of Reclama .. ' 
cost when the appropriation was made. tion of the Department of Interior or, 

. I trust all Member.s of the House will any other organization that deals in 
read the report of the committee on this construction activities for the Federal' 
investigation released today. Government. 

The only purpose of this section 1313 For that reason I intend to offer an 
is to give the committee accurate and amendment to section 1313 that will in .. ' 
dependable information on the prospec- . elude the Burea~ of Reclama:tion with: 
tive cost of the projects they are asked the C<!rps of Engmeers: .If thi~ ame~d- 1 
to appropriate for ment is not approved, it is my mtention 

In other words the purpose of the sec- to ':ote to s~rike out section 1.313 . . If; 
t~on is to save money . . As will be noted sect10n 1313 is. good for OD;e ~ngmeermg ; 
iii the report distributed this morning and construct~on agency it is good for 
some $800,000,000 has been lost and another and vice versa. . \ 
wasted by the practices this section seeks M~. COLMER. Mr. Speaker, I yi~ld1 
to remedy. At a time like this when 4. ~m~tes to the gentleman from Mis-. 
there are unprecedented requests for sissippi [Mr. RANKIN]· . 
flood-control projects all over the United <M~. _RANKIN ~sked and was ~iven 
states it is important that we save all permission ~o revise and extend his re-., 
possible waste and that we stretch our marks and mclude extraneous matter.> _l 

flood-control dollars as far as possible. Mr. RANKIN. Mr. S:peaker, I am un-
If Members have any doubts about the alterably OJ?POsed to this eff~rt .to make 

matter it is only necessary for them to ti:e Committee on Appropnat10ns .the 
read the hearings aind the report. dictator of the Congress of th~ Umted

1 
There is no purpose to encroach on the ~tates. I V.'as utte~ly shocked this morn-~ 

jurisdiction of the legislative commit- mg w~en I.read this report from the sub- _ 
. tee. It is merely a question of securing committee, .that most of yo~ have not 
a dependable basis on which to make seen, attacki~g the Army engi.neers. . 
appropriations · and save waste and Let me give you my att itude with 
extravagance _reference to the Army engineers. We 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, disagree sometimes on P?licy, but I have 
I yield the balance of my time to the never seen an Army engm~e~ who, when 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. FORD 1. put on th~ s~an~ and questioned about 

Mr. FORD. Mr. Speaker, I rise to ~atters withm his knowledge, would not 
say a few words in reference to section give you the facts. 
1313, which is the section that is under The first year I came to Congre·ss there 
controversy at the present time. This was a gentleman on the Committee on 
section sets up a considerably different Appropriations from my State by the 
procedure for the Corps of Engineers in name of Sisson. He said to me one day, 
the handling of. their requests for ap-· "Whether you agree with the Army engi
propriations before the Committee on neers or not, they will not lie to you." 
Appropriations. The statement that General Pick ad-

May I preface my remarks with this mitted that he had given erroneous in
statement-: For 2 years in the Eighty- formation will certainly have to come 
first Congress I served on the Committee from General Pi.ck before I will under
on Public Works and this year I have write it. 
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This is an attempt to take over the 

the proposition of flood control, naviga
tion, power dams, and all that. I am not 
in favor of the Pick-Sloan plan on the 
Missouri River. I am opposed to it be
cause it would prevent the people of that 
great section of the country from get
ting the benefits of the vast amount of 
electricity now going to waste, anywhere 
from 41,000,000,000 to 56,000,000,000 kilo-
· watt-hours a year; or more than twice 
as much electricity as is now being used 
by the people of the 10 States involved. 

When we had up the question of the . 
Bonneville Dam there was a tremendous 
effort to take the Army engineers out of 
control of the Bonneville Dam. As a 
member of the con:imitte.e, I opposed it 
because, I said, we were likely to get into 
a war with Japan, which we did. But 
·I said that if there is a patriotic group 
of men on earth it is the Army engineers. 
·I helped to hold them in control and 
operation of the Bonneville Dam all dur
ing the war. 

What was done there was, to some ex
tent at least, the result of my efforts on 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
; Mr. JONES of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RANKIN. I yield. 
Mr. JONES of Alabama. Will the 

gentleman from Mississippi be kind 
enough to comment on subsection (B), 
page 44? 
'; Mr. RANKIN. Certainly, I was going 
to comment on that. I am not opposed 
to using the Army engineers, even in the 
Missouri Valley Authority. Let them do 
the work; they will do it right. Let them 
do the engineering; they wll do it right. 
But I am not in favor of turning over 
the distribution of power to the Army 
·engineers; and I do not believe they want 
it. 

;. Mr. GOLDEN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. RANKIN. Just as soon as I have 
answered the gentleman from Alabama. 
· Turn to page 44. It directs the Chief 
of Army Engineers to make reports on 
all the projects that have been adopted 
since 1925. The object of that provision 
is to try to get rid of, and to stop, some 
·of the projects that the Army engineers 
have advocated and proved should be 
constructed. This provision would go 
back behind the flood of 1927. 
· Sr. Speaker, that provision ought 
never to have been written into the bill, 
and it would not be written into the law 
if you did not waive point of order 
against this bill. Whenever you set up 
a legislative group of men who are sup
posed to look only into the appropria
tions, and give them supreme legislative 
powers, then you will to that extent have 
destroyed representative government. 

Now I yield to the gentleman from 
Kentucky. · 
- The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tleman from Mississippi has expired. 
' Mr. COLMER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
the remainder of the time to the gentle
man from New York [Mr. BUCKLEY]. 
~· Mr. BUCKLEY. Mr. Speaker, I have 
been a great admirer of the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations. I 
sincerely believe he is working for the 

interest of the people of this country. 
But, I also know, and believe, we have 
the greatest engineering force in the 
world in our Army Corps of Engineers. 
.When I picked up the paper this morn
ing to read the criticism of the Army 
engineering forces of the United States, 
you would think we were dealing with a 
lot of thieves. I heard the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations men
tion the increase over the estimated costs 
of different projects. I happen to know 
something about that. Jobs which were 
awarded 6 months ago have increased· 
tremendously in cost. If those same jobs 
had to be awarded today-and I am talk
ing about construction projects-the 
cost would have been increased 50 per
.cent. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BUCKLEY. I cannot yield, Mr. 
Speaker, I only have 3 minutes. If the 
gentleman would get me more time, I 
would be glad to yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman has all 
the time remaining on this side. 

Mr. BUCKLEY. Mr. Speaker, I think 
this unwarranted attack on the Corps 
of Engineers is very unfair. I believe in 
supporting what is right. I will be on this 
floor fighting just as strong against what 
I think is wrong, and what I know is 
.wrong, as I will to fight for what is right. 
Today, it is hard to even get a contractor 
or a group of contractors to figure on a 
project and to put in.a bid on any project 
because the estimated costs today will be 
twice as much 6 months from now. 
· Mr. COLMER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield for a brief question? 
_ Mr. BUCKLEY. I yield. 

Mr. COLMER. The gentleman is not 
opposing the adoption of the rule, is he? 

Mr. BUCKLEY. No; I am not opposed 
to the adoption of the rule. I just 
want to give credit where credit is due. 
I believe the Army engineers are prob
ably doing the best job that can be done 
under the circumstances. That is not 
the only department which is faced with . 
this problem. There are contracts given 
out every day of the week where essen
tial materials lilrn copper, aluminum, 
and brass are being used. These are 
Government contracts, and where do 
you think they are getting the essential 
materials like copper and brass? They 
are getting it in the black market, and 
they are paying 150 percent more for 
it. If we are on the level, and we are 
in a war-and I say we are in a war
let us see to it that there is no black 
market so that these projects can go 
ahead. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tleman has expired. 

Mr. COLMER. Mr. Speaker, I move 
the previous question. 
!·. The previous question was ordered. 
·· The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the resolution. 
- ·~ .The resolution was agreed to. 

: MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT . , 
$ A message in writing from the Presi
. dent of the United States was communi
: cated to the House by Mr. Hawks, one of 
·his secretaries, who also informed the 
House that on ~he following dates the 

President approved and signed bills and 
a joint resolution of the House of the 
fallowing titles: 

On August 8, 1951: 
H. R. 997. An act for the relief of William 

J. Drinkwine; 
H. R. 2192. An act to amend section 313 (b) 

of the Tariff Act of 1930; and 
H. R. 2321. An act to protect consumers 

and others against misbranding, false ad
vert~sing, and false invoicing of fur products 
and furs. 

On August 11, 1951: 
H. R. 629. An act to authorize the sale of 

certain allotted land on the Blackfoot Res-
ervat ion, Mont.; and 1 

H. R. 3282. An act making appropriations 
for the Treasury and Post Office Departments · 
and funds available for the Export-Import 
Bank of Washington for the fiscal year end
ing June 30, 1952, and for other purposes. 

On August 14, 1951: 
H. R. 2550. An act for the relief of Thomas 

G. Digges. 
On August 15, 1951: 

H. R. 1688. An act for the relief of James 
J. Lieberman; 

H. R . 2275. An act for the relief of J. Alfred 
Pulliam; and 

H. R. 4269. An act for the relief of John S. 
Downing. · 

On August 16, 1951: 
H. R. 400. An act to provide for the ex

peditious naturalization of former citizens 
of the United States who have lost United 
States citizenship through voting in a polit
ical election or in a plebiscite held in Italy; 
. H. R. 1581. An act for_ the relief of Thomas 
G. Fabinyi; 
. H. R. 2369. An act for the relief of Pana
giota Kolintza Karkalates; 

H. R. 3151. An act for the relief of Jane 
and Martha Clark; 

H. R. 3495. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Cora B. Jones; 

H. R. 4226. An act for the relief of Walter 
M. Smith; 

H. R. 4246. An ri.ct for the relief of Mrs. 
Maud M. Wright and Mrs. Maxine Roberts, 
formerly Mrs. Maxine Mills; and 

H.J. Res. 311. Joint resolution making a 
supplemental appropriation for the Depart
ment of Labor for the fiscal year 1952. 

On August 17, 1951: 
H. R. 617. An act for the relief of Franz 

Furtner, his wife, Valentina Furtner, and 
her daughters, Nina Tuerck and Victoria 
Tuerck; 

H. R. 796. An act for the relief of Roy F. · 
Wilson; 

H. R. 3049. An act to author ize the sale 
of the Chicago Appraisers' Stores Building 
to the city of Chicago; 

H. R. 3142. An act to authorize the settle
ment by the Atto:i;ney General and the pay
ment of certain of the claims filed under 
the act of July 2, 1948, by persons of · Jap
anese ancestry evacuated under military 
orders; 

H. R. 3442. An act to protect the Girl Scouts 
of the United States of America in the use 
of emblems and badges, descriptive or desig
nating marks, and words or phrases here
tofore adopted and to clarify existing law re
lating thereto; and 

H. R. 3966. An act for the relief of George 
S. Paschke. 

August 20, 1951: 
H. R. 3782. An act to authorize a per capita 

payment to members of the Menominee Tribe 
of Indians; anct 

H . R. 4332. An act to authorize the city of 
Burlington, Iowa, to own, maintain, and op
erate a toll bridge across the Mississippi River 

. ~t or near said city . 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate by Mr. Lan
ders, its enrolling clerk, announced that 
the Senate had passed without amend-
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ment a bill of the House of the following 
title: 

H. R. 4601. An act to provide that the ad
missions tax shall not apply in respect of 
admissions free of charge of uniformed mem
bers of the Armed Forces of the United 
States. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate agrees to the report of the com
mittee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amend
ments of the Senate to the bill <H. R. 
3790) entitled "An act making appropri
ations for the Department of the In
terior for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1952, an'd for other purposes;" 

That the Senate agrees to the amend
ments of the House to Senate amend
ments Nos. 4, 5, 8, 14, 24, 40, 57, 83, and 
124; and 

That the Senate recedes from its 
amendment No. 10 % to the above-en
titled bill. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate agrees to the report of the com
mittee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amend
ments of the Senate to the bill <H. R. 
3709) entitled ''An 'act making appro
priations for the Department of Labor, 
the Federal Security Agency, and re
lated independent agencies, for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1952, and for other 
purpm1es." 

The message also announced that the 
Senate agrees to the amendments of the 
House to Senate amendments Nos. 131 
and 132 to the above-entitled bill. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate agrees to the report of the com
mittee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amend
ments of the Senate to the bill <H. R. 
3973) entitled "An act making appropri
ations for the Department of Agriculture 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1952, 
and for other purposes." 

The message also announced that the 
Senate agrees to the amendments of the 
House to Senate amendments Nos. 21, 30, 
and 60 to the above-entitled bill. 
SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATION BILL• 

1952 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole Hom:.} on the 
State of th~ Fnion for the consideration 
of the bill <H. R. 5215) making supple
mental appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1952, and for other pur
poses. 

Pending that motion, Mr. Speaker, I 
would like to inquire of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. WIGGLES
WORTH] how much time he thinks should 
be allotted for general debate. 

Mr. WIGGLESWORTH. Mr. Speaker, 
in accordance with our previous con
versation, I think we agreed on ·not to 
exceed an hour and a half on a side, and 
that we might get along with less. 

Mr. CANNON. Then, Mr. Speaker, 
pending my motion, I ask unanimous 
consent that general debate be limited to 
not more than an hour and a half on a. 
side, one-half of the time to be controlled 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. WIGGLESWORTH] and one-half by 
myself. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Missouri. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on 

the motion of the gentleman from 
Missouri. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself 

into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the State of the Union for the con
sideration of the bill H. R. 5215, with Mr. 
HART in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
By unanimous consent the first read

ing of the bill was dispensed with. 
The CHAffiMAN. Under the order of 

the House, the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. CANNON] is entitled to an hour and· 
a half, and the gentleman from Massa
chusetts [Mr. WIGGLESWORTH] is entitled 
to an hour and a half. 

The gentleman from Missouri. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, may 

I say there seems to be some misappre
hension as to what this bill contains. It 
is a supplemental appropriation bill. 
The statement has been made and there 
is a general impression that it provides 
for the appropriations of certain 
amounts which have been cut from pre
ceding appropriation bills. Nothing 
could be further from the situation. 
Practically everything in this bill is new 
material. There is nothing in the bill 
that is not here either as a result of 
emergency or as a result of recent legis
lation by the House. 

For example, this is the regular annual 
budget of the Defense Production 
Agency, one of the most important agen
cies of Government in this emergency. 
These items have never before been con
sidered by the House. Similarly the re
mainder of the bill is largely new ma
terial. The bill does not propose to ap
propriate amounts which have been cut 
from any former bill. 

Another charge that has been made 
against the committee, and the bill is 
that we have cut all of these items, or 
at least some of them, too deep. They 
insist we have been too parsimonious. 
I think that when you go into the details 
of the matter, when you read the hear
ings, you will fully appreciate the fact 
that while we have provided no surplus 
funds, we have provided a minimum 
necessary to carry' out the intent of the 
law and to sustain the current activities 
of the various agencies. 

By way of summary, the committee 
received estimates aggregating $2,302,-
871,116. We recommend in this bill 
$1,677,566,316. In other words, we re
duced the estrmates submitted to us by 
considerably more than $500,000,000, in 
detail $625,304,800. 

And in making savings in recissions, 
we go even further. We were directed in 
the general appropriation bill last year 
to make a saving of $550,000,000. After 
the bill was passed by the House, we were 
directed to cut all appropriations· to a 
total of $550,000 below the amount Con
gress finally agreed . upon. But in this 
bill instead of cutting $552.,000,000 we 
cut $572,829,925. So Mr. Chairman, 
while we have been charged with parsi
mony and undue retrenchment, I be-

lieve you will find, when you go into a 
study of the hearings and the testi
mony adduced before the committee, we 
have appropriated all that is absolutely 
necessary for the efiective administra
tion of the Government agencies pro
vided for. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CANNON. I yield to the distin
guished gentleman from New Mexico. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Does the chairman 
of the Appropriations Committee feel it 
is economy to reduce in the amount of 
$150,000 the recommendation of the Bu
reau of the Budget for additional agents 
for the narcotics squad? 

Mr. CANNON. This is a composite 
bill. Each subcommittee having juris
diction of the respective items in the 
bill, including the item to which the 
gentleman refers, met separately and 
considered such items and submitted its 
own' portion of the bill. I will therefore 
ask the gentleman to take that up with 
the chairman of the subcommittee which 
dealt with that subject when that sec
tion of the bill is reached. The gentle
man from Virginia [Mr. GARY] is chair
man of the subcommittee in charge of 
the item. · 

Mr. DEMPSEY. I thought the proper 
time to discuss it was when the chairman 
of the committee, for whom I have great 
respect and who has so much more 
knowledge than perhaps any other mem
ber of the committee, was on the floor; 
that at times such as we are going 
through now to cut down the agents for 
the narcotic squad is something beyond 
anything I can conceive this House 
doing. 

Mr. GARY. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. CANNON. I yield to the gentle
man from Virginia who is chairman of 
the subcommittee which handled this 
particular matter. 

Mr. GARY. As chairman of the sub
committee I shall be very glad to explain 
it at the proper time. But let me say 
that rather than cutting down that ap
propriation, cutting down the Narcotics 
Division, we increased it by 33 % percent 
over last year. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. I understand that. 
Mr. GARY. We felt that increase of 

personnel in an agency of 33 % percent 
at this time when we are cutting the 
personnel of practically every other 
agency 10 percent was a very liberal 
treatment of that activity. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. I do not think the 
chairman of the subcommittee has given 
very much thought to this subject or 
that recommendation would never have 
been made by him. 

Mr. GARY. I may say to the gentle
man from New Mexico that he is very 
much mistaken; that the chairman of 
the subcommittee has given considerable 
thought to this subject. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. The conclusion the 
gentleman reached was that they could 
not train more men at this time. 

Mr. GARY. We gave them all they 
asked for. In the beginning they asked 
for 250 and that is what we gave them. 
That is what we gave. 
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Mr. DEMPSEY. But they found out 
later they need more, and they do, and 
the committee gave the excuse they 
could not train them. I do not think 
the committee knows how they train 
these men. They do train them. They 
put them in the underworld. 

Mr. CANNON. In response to the 
statement and the very potent argu
ment advanced by my good friend from 
New York, the last speaker in the dis
cussion on the rule, who emphasized 
throughout his speech the difference in 
the cost of construction between current 
costs and costs in former years, may I 
say that we foresaw that and discounted 
it by eliminating all computations based 
upon difference in cost. So that differ
ential does not enter into the situation. 

May I say in conclusion that General 
Piek himself, who was before the com
mittee all the time, and I wish you would 
read his statement in the hearings, said 
that the committee was justified, that he 
would follow the committee program in 
the future. All we ask, Mr. Chairman, 
is that you read the RECORD. The debate 
must necessarily be l;>rief today. Ac
cordingly I reserve the balance ·of my 
time. 

Mr. CANFIELD. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CANNON. I yield to the gentle
man from New Jersey. 

Mr. CANFIELD. I want to make a 
brief statement as the ranking minority 
member of the Subcommittee on Appro
priations. 

Mr. CANNON. It has been a great 
pleasure to serve for many years in the 
House and on the committee with the 
gentleman from New Jersey. I have the 
highest regard for his opinion and for 
his statesmanship and I am glad to yield 
to him. , 

Mr. CANFIEID. I . certainly appre
ciate that. I want to say, Mr. Chairman, 

· that a majority of the subcommittee 
which originally voted to cut narcotics 
supplemental request by 40 percent is 
now in favor of restoring that cut and 
will support my amendment here this 
afternoon raising this. 

Mr. WIGGLESWORTH. Mi'. Chair
man, I yield myself 5 minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, this is another billion
dollar bill. As a matter of fact it is a 
$1,677,000,000 bill. 

Presidential estimates reviewed in con
nection with its preparation amounted to 
$2,202,000,000. Against this your com
mittee has effected reductions amounting 
to $625,000,000 or about 28 percent, leav
ing for your consideration items aggre
gating $1,677,000,000. 

I want to point out, Mr. Chairman, that 
of that $1,677,000,000, over $1,400,000,000. 
is carried in seven items in the bill. 
They are as follows: · 

First. An item for stockpiling, $790,-
200,000, reflecting a reduction of $9,783,-
000 effected by the Subcommittee on Ap
propriations for the Independent Offices. 

Second. An item for the Atomic Ener
gy Commission, $260,000,000, reduced 
from $273,000,000 by the Subcommittee 
on Appropriations for the Independent 
o:m.ces. 

Third. An item for ship construction, 
$60,000,000, for obligations already in-

curred, as I understand it, for new con
struction under the fast cargo-ship pro
gram, an item considered by the Sub~ 
committee on Appropriations for the 
Independent Offices. . 

Fourth. An item for the Selective 
Service System, $30,100,000, reflecting a 
reduction of $1,646,000, also effected by 
the Subcommittee on Appropriations for 
the Independent Offices. 

Fifth. An item for the Coast Guard, 
$30,800,000 as compared with $33,500,000 
requested largely, as I understand, for 
increasing the strength of the Coast 
-Guard from about 50 percent to about 
77 percent of war strength, a reduction 
effected by the Subcommittee on Appro
priations for the Treasury and Post Office 
Departments. · 
· Sixth. An item for · GARIOA-that is, 
government and relief in occupied areas 
overseas-$47,500,000, reflecting a reduc
tion of $8,376,000 in respect to govern
ment costs in Germany, Austria, Trieste, 
·Japan, and the Ryukyu Islands effected 
by the Subcommittee on Appropriations 
for Foreign Aid. 

Finally, an item for the so-called 
emergency .agencies headed . by Mr. Wil
son operating in part through new set.; 
ups and in part through the old-line 
·agencies amounting to $194,000,000, r'e
flecting a reduction of $68,300,000 effec
ted by . the Special Subcommittee on 
Appropriations for the Emergency Agen~ 
cies. 

These seven items together with about 
$260,000,000 scattered throughout the 
bill, are before the committee for con
sideration .at this time. 

This bill, it will be noted, is a small 
.omnibus bill. It consists of 12 chapters·, 
-each of which has been heard by a differ
ent subcommittee of the Committee on 
Appropriations. Each chapter will pre.: 
·sumably be handled by members of the 
subcommittee that has heard the evi
dence. 

The great bulk of the appropriations 
requested will be found under the juris
diction of the Subcommittee on Appro
priations for the Independent Offices in 
respect to which the gentleman from 
California [Mr. PHILLIPS] and the g'entle
man from New Hampshire [Mr. COTTON] 
are the minority members. 

The second largest group of items will 
be found under the jurisdiction of the 
Special Committee for the Emergency 
Agencies in respect to which the gen
tleman from New Hampshire [Mr. CoT
TON] and the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. FORD] are minority members. 

Mr. Chairman, the fact that emer
gency agencies are included in this bill 
should not under any circumsances be 
used as a cloak by the old-line agencies 
of the Government for increasing funds 
for their regular functions. It should 
not under any circumstances be used as 
an excuse for restoring cuts that have 
already been made in the regular appro
priation bills for the fiscal year 1952. It 
should under no circumstances be used 
as a basis for an increase in salaries for 
regular personnel which was made avail
able by the Congress with a view to ob
taining experts from civilian life. 

Each chapter can be dealt with as it is 
reached. 

A number of amendments will be 
offered. This bill should be cut to the 
limit warranted by the facts. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. THOMAS]. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I am 
afraid that the Members do not quite 
understand fully the nature of the va
rious items and estimates throughout the 
bill. I will address myself specifically to · 
the independent offices· chapter because 
I know far more about that chapter 
than I do the others and, too, it would 
be more proper for the other subcom
mittees to address themselves to their 
particular chapters. 

Generally on these estimates of $2,-
300,000,000, if you were to put it per
centagewise at least 98 or 99 percent of 
that entire vast sum is for items which 
have not heretofore "Qeen ·considered by 
the committee or by the House. Let 
us look specifically at the independent 
offices chapter. ::i:t is the largest of all 
the agencies in point of amount. It 
runs about $1,356,000,000. This sum is 
made up of some 18 or 19 items. If my 
memory· serves me correctly, there is Ii:
tle or ·no money in the bill for purposes 
h3retofore provided for, with the excep
tion of one · small item of $19,000, and 
I am not sure about that $19,000 for the 
Tariff Commission because that was 
made advisable by virtue of some recent 
legislation that was passed. So you can 
see that practically every dime of that 
money is for new legislation or new 
needs, practically all national defense. 

The Atomic Energy Commission came 
in here with a request for $273,000,000. 
Ninety-three million dollars of that was 
construction costs. . They are upping 
their program, almost doubling it. They 
.wanted 1,432 additional employees. Of · 
course, there is the amendment that was 
offered by our· distinguished friend, the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. . JENSEN]. 
They are complaining bitterly they can
not operate un~er it. I think they can. 
I think they ought to be given the op
portunity to try to operate under it. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. THOMAS. I yield to the gentle
man from Iowa. 

Mr. JENSEN. The gentleman will re
member the original Jensen amendment 
exempted the Atomic Energy Commis
sion. The conferees, I understand at the 
request of the majority members, deleted 
that exemption. 

Mr. THOMAS. That is right. There 
is no quibble between us at all on that. 

Mr. JENSEN. It was because of the 
fact as I have been told by those mem
bers, that the Atomic Energy Commis
sion is one of the worst off enders on 
personnel overstaffing. 

Mr. THOMAS. They have only some 
5,800 of what we call regular employees 
in the District of Columbia and in the 
field. There are 17 or 18 installations, 
plus 48,000 contractors' employees, plus 
about 46,000 construction employees. 
That is all they have, roughly 100,000. 

Mr. JENSEN. · Is it a fact that most 
of the work is let out by contract? 

Mr. THOMAS. All of it is, for. all 
practical purposes. 
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Mr. JENSEN. So how can we justify 

appropriating more money here for ad
ditional personnel than they already 
have? 

Mr. THOMAS. This Congress has put 
an extra duty on them. You are spend
ing a billion or a billion and a half in 
new construction. You are expanding 
their entire industrial capacity, so you 
are going to have to give them more per
sonnel. There is no question about that. 

Mr. JENSEN. Then why did the con
ferees delete the exemption for the en
tire Atomic Energy Commission which 
was in the original Jensen amendment? 

Mr. THOMAS. Then, there are some 
$800,000,000 here for stockpiling critical 
and strategfo materials. We did not 
get the budget estimate until some 2 
or 3 months ago, and it is a brand new 
1952 approprtation. So, there is nothing 
new in that. 

Something has been said about the 
Federal C~mmunications . Commission, 
so I think I should address myself 
briefly to that activity. It is very .seldom 
I disagree with my friend, the gentle
man from Georgia, but I most respect .. 
fully do in this p~rticular instance. 
They came to the committee and wanted 
$1,340,000.· To do wh~t? . They wanted 
to establish four new monitoring sta
tions. They have 18 stations now. In
cidentally, their appropriations for. to
day con:ipared to what they had during 
World war II, are two vastly different 
things. They have 18 monitoring sta• 
tions now. They want to build two new 
ones in Alaska, one in .Puerto Rico, and 
one out in the mountainous area, I 
think in the State of Arizona. They 
wanted 155 new employees. The equip
ment alone in round figures for these 
monitoring stations and these new units 
of mobile equipment would cost roughly 
$500,000. We gave them $1,000,000, 
which was a cut of 25 to 30 percent. Do 
you know what this group is doing? It 
has not been so long ago, and I will not 
call names specifically, but right here in 
the District of Columbia_ some unauthor
ized signals were going out. We did not 
know where they were coming from. So, 
by a method of triangulation, which I 
cam:ot explain to you, and perhaps you 
know a great deal more about it than i 
do, with these mobile units they pin
pointed it and went to the rooms from 
whence these signals were going out. 
They were short-wave signals going to 
an iron-curtain country. It is the duty 
of these people to stop all that and stop 
it as a national-defense measure. They 
are joing a pretty good job. Let us not 
be too hasty here. 

Mr. COTTON. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. THOMAS. I yield. 
Mr. CO'ITON. I wonder if the gen

tleman would explain to the House 
briefly, because he was on both commit
tees and I know he can do so very 
quickly, on page 31 of the Report of the 
Independent Offices under General 
Services Administration, after strategic 
and critical materials, we find two 
items-one operating expenses, and one 
emergency operating expenses. Then 
under the emergency agency subcom
mittee, we find on page 50 of the report 

$12,500,000 cut to $10,000,000 for gen
eral services, emergency operating ex
penses. I have had some questions 
asked of me about those two items, and 
how they are divided, and. whether there 
is any duplication between the two? 

Mr. THOMAS. Not in the least. 
When the budget people meet with thes.e 
agencies, and figure out how much addi
tional space they have to have--one of 
these items is for nothing more than 
office rent in and outside the District of 
Columbia largely for national defense 
personnel. Ninety percent of that 
spac~ is for the w::ir agencies. The other 
item is for the increase in the cost of 
supplies and materials and electric 
power. Those are two items. The 
third item is that part ·of the program 
for the emergency agencies which pro
vides funds for o:m.ce space. That is all 
that is covered by the three items. 

Mr. Chairman, let me say something 
about a little controversy that h~s grown 
up over :flood control ·and rivers and 
harbors. I am going to support the com.:. 
mittee. But I think the House and the 
Committee on Appropriations has been 
pinching pennies a little too much dur
ing the last 3 'or 4 years with regard to 
flood control and rivers and harbors·, 
particularly in advance planning money 
and actual construction money. I say 
.that with one thing in mind, and that 
is the horrible Missouri and Kansas flood. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. THOMAS] 
has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
the gentleman two additional minutes. 

Mr. THOMAS. :Mr. Chairman, we are 
going to have to recogrii.ze that the tax
payers are paying these costs, and every 
time we have one of these tremendous 
floods the taxpayers will have to pay 
those losses too. As far as I am con
cerned, I am going alopg with the sub.; . 
committee on this proposition, but I just 
want to serve a little friendly notice now 
that I am not going to be penny-wise and 
maybe pound-foolish-I say that some
what facetiously--on something that is 
affecting us here at home. I think per
haps the best money that the Federal 
Government spends over a period of 40 
or 50 years is for this flood-control pro
gram. We get better return on that 
m:mey than any other. I hope we will 
be a little careful and attentive to the 
estimates of the Corps of Engineers in 
the future. They are good men. Of 
course, they make mistakes. Who has 
not made mistakes? If there is any
thing dishonest or immoral in what they 
are doing, the able subcommittee under 
whose jurisdiction they come will ex
amine into that. But in my book they 
are all honest, capable men, and I want· 
to see more flood control and advance 
spending money in the future than we 
have had in the past few years. 

Mr. JONES of Alabama. Mr. Chair
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. THOMAS. I yield. 
Mr. JONES of Alabama. Does the 

gentleman believe that the language of 
section 1313 will effect economies in 
expenditures on rivers and harbors? 

Mr. THOMAS. All I know about the 
language, the full committee did not go 

into it very carefully-it may or it may 
not. But w3at I am saying is that in 
the future I am going to do some urging 
and pushing for increased appropria
tions for advance planning and flood 
control and river and harbor work. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time Of the 
· gentleman from Texas has again expired. 

Mr. WIGGLESWORTH. · Mr. Chair
man, I yield 10 minutes to the ranking 
member of the Subcommittee on Inde
pendent- Offices, the gentleman from 
California [Mr. PHILLIPS]. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, the 
first question which will come to your 
mind when you read this bill, as it must 
necessarily come to the mind of every 
Member of the House, is why is the bill 
before us at this time. In looking over 
the bill, the more I read it the less I am 
convinced of the necessity for bringing 
the bill in before we get away for what 
will be a short and much-needed recess. 
The quorum call today elicited the fact 
that there were 268 Members present .. 
We have before us a bill calling for an 
appropriation of almost two billion dol .. 
lars. It is necessary, therefore, and de .. : 
sirable that we should look very care~ 
fully at the items in this bill. !1 

The first question is why is the bill 
before us at all now? It could just as 
well have been brought up in the last 2 

. weeks in September, when all of the 
Members will be here, and when we wili 
be in much better condition to consider 
it. I see no reason for it now. 

Another question must be, for what· 
·objects is the taxpayer's money to be 
spent? Should it be spend for those. 
things which are most urgent? Should 
it be spent for those things first which, 
have to do with the requirements of war 
or preparation for war, or are we to us .. 
ten to the requests of agencies which 
justify these requests as war emergencies 
and add the new amounts of money to 
the money already appropriated for the 
regular expenditures of the agencies 
during a fiscal year? ' 

I think that the situation of the United 
States has reached a point where that 
question is important. We are $25~.~ 
000,000,000-plus in debt; we are being 
called upon for additional appropriatiorui 
for war emergency and for preparation; 
and I think it is not only desirable but 
essential, if we are to keep the dollar 
from cheapening any further, for us· to 
require the agencies of the Government 
to spend the money given them only for 
matters of the greatest urgency. U 
necessary, the agencies must se'; aside 
temporarily, to postpone, to combine 
some of the less necessary things which 
can be postponed in time of nationa1 
emergency, and, above an, for them ta 
operate the agencies as they would op
erate a business, upon the most economi
cal plan and under the best management. 

Looking down the list of items which 
are in this bill and which came through 
the subcommittee on which I serve, we 
come first to an item for the Atomic 
Energy Commission. There is no reason 
why that could not have waited longer. 
The regular appropriation for the Atomic 
Energy Commission has not yet been 
signed. There is nothing new in this 
appropriation; it is an _increase in the 
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regular activities of the Atomic Energy 
Commission which can be justified by the 
probable requirements of national de
fense. There is money in the regular 
appropriation which it can continue to 
spend. When we come back in Septem
ber, or even later, this could have been 
considered. The request was for $273,-
000,000; we reduced it to $260,000,0QO . . It 
allows for an additional 1,400 people on 
the rolls of the Atomic Energy Commis
sion. So while we might say, Mr. Chair
man, that this is an appropriation which 
we can eventually justify, I say regard
ing it that there is no particularly good . 
argument why it should have been in this 
bill as opposed to the last bill before we 
adjourn, or even in January. 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. Chair
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I yield. 
Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. I would 

just like to note that it seems to me a 
number of things such as the Atomic 
Energy appropriations should be looked 
·into very carefully. We carinot simply 
_pass such an item because we feel that it 
.is so important from the viewpoint of na
.tional defense; I think it is the opinion 
generally in the Congress that we skip 
over too easily these defense agencies 
·and do not scrutinize them closely 
enough. 
, Mr. PHILLIPS. The gentleman is say
ing something which is very close to the 
minds of all seven members of the sub~ 
committee which handles this appropria
tion, both majority and minority parties. 
,We have tried very hard, and with con
siderable success, to get the Atomic 
Energy Commission to operate more 
nearly on a good-business basis. I think 
under the present General Manager and 
the · present Commission we are ap
proaching that objective. At the same 
time, I concur with the gentleman from 
Minnesota that we have not yet reached 
a point where we are appropriating 
money on the evidence of what the pres
ent management has done, but merely on 
the hope that the Atomic Energy Com
mission will do better with money in the 
future than in the past. 
. Mr. SEELY-BROWN. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I yield. 
Mr. SEELY-BROWN. I wonder if the 

gentleman would explain the bookkeep
ing involved on page 31 of the commit
tee report. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Does that have to do 
with atomic energy? 

Mr. SEELY-BROWN. No; it deals 
with the General Services Administra
tion's request for additional funds. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. If the gentleman will 
wait just a minute I will try to answer 
him. 

The next item was the one referred 
to by the gentleman from Georgia. It 
has to do with the Federal Communica
tions Commission. I agree completely 
with my chairman, the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. THOMAS], that this is a very 
necessary service of the . Federal Com
munications Commission, but it bears out 
exactly what I said a moment ago: If 
this is a war necessity, why should we 
give the Federal Communications Com
mission $1,000,000 additional to carry it 
on, when reports come to our subcom-

mittee that the FCC has an excessive 
number of people? An amendment will 
be offered to see that money is spent for 
the monitoring service, but that it shall 
be taken from money already appropri
ated to the agency. 

I come now to the General Services 
Administration. 

In the .General Services Administra
tion thereare two items in the bill, pages 
10 and 11, in which I am interested. We 

. have added to the Interior appropriation 
bill, the independent offices appropria
tion bill, and the Agricultural appropria
tion bill what has been known as the 
Jensen amendment, or the Ferguson
Jensen amendment, to reduce the num
ber of people in the agencies. I ask you 
what ·logic there is, and I can see none, 
to attempt to reduce th·e number of peo
ple in the agencies, then to come forward 
in this bill and allow them $21,000,000 for 
additional space, between now and the 
end of the year, for the additional peo·
ple they expect to hire. I speak rather 
personally on this because during World 
War I my job was to make it possible for 
one of the agencies of this · Government 
to do a greater amount of work with the 
same number of people. I think I shall 
offer an amendment myself to take out 
the item of $2,500,000 on page 10 and the 
item of twenty-one-plus million dollars 
on page 11, because there is no justifica
tion for those items at the present time. 
First of all, they are to provide addi
tional spaee for agencies in which we are 
trying to reduce the personnel, and, sec
ond, there is no reason why they should 
be here today. They could just as well 
come in here in September or even in 
January. 

Mr. SEELY-BROWN. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I yield to the gentle
man from Connecticut. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from California has expired. 

Mr. WIGGLESWORT:;:i. Mr. Chair
man, I yield the gentleman five addi
tional minutes. 

Mr. SEELY.:.BROWN. On page 31 of 
the committee report there is listed un~ 
der the General Services Administration 
emergency operating expenses a total of 
$21,:,89,000. Over on page 50 of the same 
report there is General Services Admin
istration emergency operating expenses 
the sum of $10,000,000. What I want to 
know is if both are 11sted as emergency 
operating expenses, did your committee 
consider both of them? 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Our committee not 
only did not consider both, we did not 
know they were both there. You will 
have to ask the gentleman from New 
Hampshire about the $10,000,000 under 
the. emergency agencies. The $21,000,000 
was an arbitrary cut of half the amount 
GSA asked for to provide additional 
space for people it expected to have in 
Washington during the current fiscal 
year. The General Services Adminis
tration provides quarters or spaci:; for all 
agencies of Government. Do not get the 
imprJ3sion this is space for · General 
Services Administration employees alone. 
This agency provides space for all de
partments. We arbitrari17• cut that 50 
percent. I say it ought to be cut out 
altogeth~r. first, because it is too early 

to ask for it. The agency has not even 
their regular appropriation signed yet. 
Second, we are trying, with every effort 
on our part, to cut down personnel in all 
agencies. . . 

Mr. Chairman, I say to you today that 
I know of no reason for this bill being 
here now. Some of the items are per
fectly legitimate, but not urgent. For 
example, take the item of strategic ma
terials. There is no reason why we 
should not give the agency an additional 
$800,000,000, but on the other hand there 
is no reason to give it to them now. In 
the 1951 appropriation bill we gave the 
agency $605,000,000 and we gave it con
tract authorization of $125,000,000. In a 
supplemental bill we gave it $598,000,000 
more and in ·the second supplemental we 
gave it $(800,000,000 more. This means 
in the fiscal year ending June 30, 1951, 
the agency had received for the pur
chase of strategic materials $3,038,000,-
000 and there was left over at that time, 
unobligated, $959,000,000 or almost a 
billion dollars, and in the uncollected· 
rotation account $77 ,000,000 more, which 
means it had $1,037,000,000 not yet spent . . 
It asks for an additional $800,000, which 
I have no objection to voting for, but I 
see no reason to vote it now as opposed 
to either December or January, until 
the agency knows better how to spend 
the money for strategic materials. 

Mr. FURCOLO. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman·yield? · 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I yield to the gentle
man from Massachusetts. 

Mr. FURCOLO. Referring to the com
ment made about the Atomic Energy 
Commission and the attitude Which the 
gentleman· arid some of the other Mem:. 
bers have expressed, I merely want to say 
that I was glad to hear the gentleman's 
-remarks and the gentleman's attitude, 
because many people, at least in my dis
trict, are of the opinion that very often 
such agencies as the Atomic Energy 
Commission and others, simply come in 
and state what they want to have and 
get it without a complete examination of 
all the facts. · 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I will say to the gen-: 
tleman from Massachusetts that the 
Atomic Energy Commission probably 
comes nearer to that description than 
any of the others, because it deals with 
highly confidential matters, and we must 
necessarily give it what it requests. I 
want to go back to a situation, without 
any discredit to the present Commis
sion, and say that a couple of years ago 
we discovered, after the job was turned 
over to a civilian commission, and it 
came up once or twice before the sub
committee, we found in many instances 
the Commission was paying more to do 
the same kind of work than a private 
company would. I will say to the gen
tleman from Massachusetts that I am 
convinced this has been very largely cor
rected, and that we have an agency here 
that is trying to do a good job, a very 
good job in the war emergency. Just 
the same, I want them to ask for their 
money as they need it and to justify it 
on a business basis. 

Mr. MARTIN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman. 
will the gentleman yield 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I yield to the gentle
man from Iowa. 
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Mr. MARTIN of Iowa. Relative to the 

gentleman's comment regarding the 
item for strategic and critical materials, 
is there any disposition on the part of 
anyone on the committee to cut down 
the strategic- and critical-materials pro
gram? 

Mr. PHILLIPS. None whatsoever. 
We made a nominal cut of $9,000,000. 

Mr. MARTIN of Iowa. And there is 
no prospect of any further cut? 

Mr. PHILL°IPS. There is no inten
tion on the part of our committee to 
cut them below what tbey need, but I 
think the gentleman, who is the author
ity in this House on critical and strate
gic materials, will agree that there is no 
particular reason for giving the money 
in advance of the time it is needed. 

Mr. MARTIN of Iowa. I agree we 
should not appropriate these additional 
funds to them before they need . them, 
but it is important to provide funds for 
strategic and critical materials far in 
advance of actual expenditure by the 
Defense Materials Procurement Agency 
if we are to enable them to contract for 
deliveries over as long a period as pos
sible and yet secure delivery of them as 
quickly as ·such delivery can be made. 
Such a purchase program is important 
if we are to acquire our stoc~plle eco
nomically and efficiently, and if we are 
to reach our stockpile objective by the 
time we may have desperate need for it. 

I am greatly pleased over the assur
ance that no cut in the item for strategic 
and critical materials is to be urged by 
any member of the Committee on Ap
propriations and I commend the gen
tleman from California [Mr. PHILLIPS] 
and the other members of the Commit
tee on Appropriations for their under
standing of the importance of including 
$790,216,500 in this appropriation bill for 
~trategic and critical materials. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
10 minutes to the gentleman from Wash
ington [Mr. JACKSON]. 

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. Mr. 
Chairman, I want to say a few words 
about civil defense-words which. 
though brief, will, I hope, meet the prob
lem ·head-on. 

As a member of the Joint Committee 
on Atomic Energy, I have access to the 
intelligence ·reports on the status of 
Russia's atomic project. National se
curity forbids me to state the exact num
ber ·Of atomic weapons which Russia is 
estimated to possess today but I can 
say this: Each successive intelligence 
report which I examine gives a little 
darker and a little grimmer picture. It 
is just plain indisputable that the So
viets are in the atomic weapons business 
on a big scale and with- every day and 
week that passes, they are adding to 
their stockpile of these destroyers. 

Now, in case of war, there are several 
ways in which we can meet the threat 
of atomic attack. First, we can seek 
strenuously to intercept, shoot down, or 
otherwise frustrate an attacking force 
delivering atomic weapons to targets 
within the United States. This method 
is vitally important but we know that 
it cannot be 100 percent successful-far 
from it. Common sense alone would 
allow us to reach such a conclusion; but 

if you pref er not to rely upon common 
sense, they you may rely upon the words 
of Gen. Hoyt Vandenberg, Air Force 
Chief of Staff. General Vandenberg has 
indicated that we would be spectacular
ly successful if we intercepted and shot 
down as many as 30 percent of the 
planes in a sustained ·aerial o:fitnsive 
against ourselves. 

Another possible method of reducing 
the brunt of an atomic attack upon the 
United States consists in our own atomic 
counterattack. Such a counterattack 
would require great numbers of 
A-bombs in our hands and it is partly 
for this reason that I have long advo
cated-and mo§t strenuously advo
cated-a bold and expanding and top 
priority atomic-weapons program in the 
United States. If we have the will and 
the determination to produce the num
ber of A-bombs which it lies within our 
power to produce-and I have in mind 
numbers far greater than any attain
able according to present plans and ex
pectations-much can be done through 
our atomic counterattack by way of 
mitigating and limiting the havoc of an 
atomic attack in campaigns against 
ourselves. 

But this method, too, is far from pro
viding an iron-clad defense. I need only 
point out that an aggressor would en
joy the advantage of surprise and might 
get in telling blows before our counter 
attack could commence. In any event, 
the counter attack cannot be expected 
to be 100 percent effective in a very 
short time, even after it has begun. 

Thus I believe any reasonable and 
realistic person must agree with me that 
there is a further vital link in our de
fenses-of course, I refer to civil defense 
against atomic attack. 

In preparing against the threat of 
future hostilities we think of fighters
radar, antiaircraft guns, naval screens. 
and the like-and we are quick to ap
propriate funds for these purposes. Yet. 
all the while knowing that such appro
priations as these cannot be foolproof. 
we are in danger of taking an enormous 
swipe at the appropriation for civil 
defense. · This program is just as much 
a part of our over-all national defense 
as the A-bombs and the defensive mili
tary forces. 

I therefore think it is my duty to 
express real and sincere alarm over the 
fact that the defense authorities of the · 
United States requested $535,000,000 for 
civil defense, and the bill now before 

_ this House concerning civil defense rec
ommends that we appropriate only $65,-
000,000. This is a drastic cut of about 
88 percent. 

In all fairness to the Appropriations 
Committee, of which I have the honor to 
be a member-although I did not sit on 
the subcommittee which considered civil 
defense-I must say that at least some 
funds were made available for all major 
civil-defense programs except one
namely, shelters. In other words, the . 
distinguished former Governor of Flori
da, Millard Caldwell, who is Civil De-. 
fense Administrator. would be able to 
get started in a small way upon the job 
he has been assigned to carry out except · 
as regards shelters. 

- The shelter program, as proposed to 
Congress, involves three separate re
quests. One is for money to conduct . 
surveys of buildings now in existence 
for the purpose of seeing what could 
be done to strengthen them and pro
vide suitable protection against blast 
and radiation. I fail to see how any 
of us can object to this down-to-earth 
proposition. I am told that part of 
the job could be done using money from 
·the research program, but surveying 
buildings is not really a true phase of 
research. 

The second request of Congress, as re
gards shelters, has to ·do with beefing 
up existing buildings-making them 
stronger so that they could shield people 
~rom the effects of an attack. This, too, 
impresses me as a down-to;.earth idea 
and one which we ought to implement. 

The third and final request involves 
construction of communal shelters in our 
Nation's most congested areas-so that 
school children, for example, and office 
workers who otherwise would have no 
chance of escaping destruction might 
find protection. Such a program would 
not by any means involve an attempt to 
put half of urban America underground 
in case of attack. It does involve a lim
ited and cautious approach, focused upon 
a few crucial areas, in which great pro
tection could be bought for the expendi
ture of comparatively few dollars. 

He:r;e I want to point out that the Con
gress has been somewhat inconsistent; 
for it will probably approve and endorse 
communal shelters for the atomic city of 
Richland, near Hanford, Wash.; and yet 
thus far, it has vetoed the same kind of 
shelters for other congested and critical 
target areas. 

I say to my colleagues frankly that if 
the horror of an atomic war should be 
loosed upon us, I could n'ot face my own 
constituents-I could not face my own 
conscience-unless I had today protested 
against the magnitude and the severity 
of the cut in the civil defense appropria
tion requested of us. 

It seems to me that we should either 
support and carry out the civil defense 
statute now on the books or else we 
should decide that somehow our ap-

. proach is wrong and starrt fresh. It is 
almost a case of our being required to 
fish or cut bait. 

I happen to have followed civil defense 
matters closely from their inception. I 
happen to agree with the Hopley report, 
issued more than 3 yea;rs ago, that civil 
defense is the vital missing link in our 
entire preparedness structure. I think 
the civil defense bill which the Congress 
approved last year is a good bill, that it 
makes sense in attacking an admittedly 
tough and rugged problem. 

I deny that we need feel utterly frus
trated and bewildered in approaching 
this program, however thorny it may be. 
I believe-and the published records sup
port me-that casualties in an· atomic 
war can be enormously reduced if we act 
now, act with foresight and prudence. 
I tremble to think of the responsibility 
which this Congress would bear if it 
failed to make possible the steps which 
could effect a giant savings, not ollly in 
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our national treasure but in our national 
stock of precious human lives. . 

I for one believe that we should re
store a major share of the cuts effected 
in this critical program. 

Mr. JAVITS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

.. Mr. JACKSON of Washington. I 
yield. · 
. Mr. JAVITS. I would like to identify 

myself with the gentleman's classifica
tion of civil defense as being in the same 
category as national defense, which I 
understand the gentleman does, and to . 
ask the gentleman . if he would specify 
just what cuts ·ought to be restored, 
without being fanciful about this bomb
shelter thing, and at. the same time . 
meeting the. need, as he sees it. 

Mr. JACKSON· of Washington. First, 
I do not think it is necessary that we 
start at this time on a huge bomb-shelter 
program. I do thing first we should pro
vide money to survey ·existing facilities, 
which can be utilized. I think we maY· 
find that in many large cities, we can 
strengthen existing structures without 
building new ones. At least we. ought to 
provide the money to determine if that 
is possible. 

Mr. JAVITS. How much is that? 
Mr. JACKSON of Washington. · I do 

not recall exactly. I think about ·five 
or seven million dollars for surveys. 
Then I think the a;mount that the com
mittee has cut for the matching pr.o
gram with the cities and municipalities 
is unwarranted. Certainly we need to 
stockpile medical supplies on an ade
quate basis. We need to build up our 
fire-fighting equipment and other emer
gency equipment. The amusing thing is 
that we treat this as a local problem. 
We just had a ftood in the Missouri Val
ley that caused $500,000,000 damage. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Washington has ex
pired. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
the gentleman three additional minutes. 

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. To 
further answer the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. JAVITsJ, we just had a disaster 
out in the Missouri Valley area; We cer
tainly did not treat that as a local prob
lem. Bear in mind that one atomic 
bomb will do twice that amount of dam
age. What are you going to do if you 
have, overnight, 50 or 100 atomic bombs 
dr.opped on America?' Are you going to 
tell the people of this country that that 
is a local problem? Of course not. 

I just hope that the Members of the 
House .of Representatives will give some 
thought to this problem now so that we 
will be prepared to save dollars and save 
human lives in the event of an atomic
bomb attack. 

Mr. WILSON of Indiana. Mr. Chair
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. -JACKSON of Washington. I 
yield. 

Mr. WILSON of Indiana. I would 
like to ask the gentl~man how in the 
world we could stockpile medical sup
plies when all the supplies that are listed 
are now in short supply? There is not 
an aciequate supply available for normal 
needs. How are you going to stockpile 
those supplies when they do not have 
enough for normal needs right now? · 

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. Of 
course~ we have to produce a lot more 
of everything needed for our defense. 
We have to produce more atomic bombs. 
We have to marshal our resources in 
such a way that those medical supplies 
will be close to critical areas so that they 
will be readily available. 

Mr. WILSON of Indiana. Does the 
gentleman infer that we are not pro
ducing at maximur..1 capacity now? 

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. Does 
the gentleman think for a moment that 
we have enough of . all those things 
needed to def end America? 

'Mr. WILSON of Indiana. I thought 
we were doirig our best. Can we do 
more? 

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. · We 
. can do more by making a better .effort. 
If the gentleman thinks we are doing all 
we can--

. Mr. WILSON of Indiana. I am not a 
. defeatist. 
. · Mi·. JACKSON of Washington. If 
the gentleman thinks we are doing the 
best we can do, I disagree with him. · 

Mr. KIRWAN. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JACKSON of . W!\shington. I 
yield to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. KIRWAN. Do we not have the 
best estimates in the world right now? 
Every county in the United States has a 
courthouse. In that courthouse there is 
an engineer, elected by the people of 
that county. Why not let him send in 
a report to Washington, ·this survey you 
are talking about, of the buildings they 
have. Why send a crowd from Wash-· 
ington to ask the mayor of a town or the 
county engineer to make a ·survey? We 
have already got the machinery there. 
If we ask every engineer in the county 
and every city official to send to head
quarters of civilian defense in Wash
ington that survey, we· would not have 
to send a }.ot of pecple to that town. 

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. I 
would answer the gentleman in this 
way: Why do we not handle all of our 
ftood-control problems and programs 
through our local county engineer? 

Mr. KIRWAN. Probably most of it 
is done that way now. They notify 
Washington about ftood control. 

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. They 
notify Washington, true, but they ask 
the Army engineers to make the sur

. veys, plans, and designs. Our appro
pria;-ion bills contain such items each 
y.;ar. , 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Washington has again 
expired. 

Mr. WIGGLESWORTH. Mr. Chair
man, I yield 10 minutes to the gentle
man from New Hampshire [Mr. 
COTTON] . 

Mr. COTTON. Mr. Chairman, it so 
happens that by a chain of circum
stances I found myself acting on the two 
subcommittees which are handling the 
major part of this supplemental appro
priation bill. I served with the gentle- · 
man from California [Mr. PHILLIPS] on 
the Subcommittee on ·Independent 
Offices and dealt with those items that 
he has reviewed so thoroughly and ably 

. upon this floor. Then due to the fact 
that the gentleman from New York [Mr. 

TABER] and the gentleman from Massa
chusetts [Mr. WIGGLESWORTH] were both 
closeted in the Subcommittee on Defense 
Appropriations, I was named as one of 
two substitutes to sit in the emergency 
agency subcommittee. May I call the 
attention of the House first to one or 
two specific items and· the·n make a few 
general comments? 

In the first place; referring to this 
matter. of civil defense that has just been 
the subject of very able remarks by the 
gentleman from Washington, the House 
must realize, I think, that there are cer
.tain reasons why at this -time the Federal 
Government must proceed with some 

. caution . and care in this field of civil 
defense. It was represented to your 
subcommittee very forcefully but I 
thought with a rather peculiar argu
ment by the distinguished former Gov
ernor of Florida and former Member of 
this House, that the Congress of the 
United States must go the limit on all 
these requests for civil defense, because, 
he asserted that the fact we have not 
done so is destroying the morale and the 

· belief of the people in the necessity of 
civil defense; that they were just waiting 
anxiously to hear the verdict of the Con
gress as to whether or not civil defense 
was worth while, and when the Congress 
has spoken-and the only way it could 
speak, of course, is in dollars and cents
that when the Congress had once spoken 
the respect in which the people of this 
country hold this Congress and its light
est whim and all its opinions, is such 
that immediately volunteers will enlist 
and people will rush in to the ranks of 
those engaged ill civil defense. First, 
let me suggest to the House that if the 
President of the United States cannot 
rouse the people to the necessity of civil 
defense, if the governors of the States 
and the local mayors fail to do it, it is 
very unlikely that the appropriation of 
money will give it that sudden impetus 
that its own organization claims it ought 
to have. 

In the second place, may I call the 
attention of the House to the fact that 
the States and the cities, the local 

· subdivisions of government, have some 
responsibility in this matter. It is 
about time that we took cognizance of 
the fact that somebody in this country 
can spend money besides the Federal 
Government. 

We have appropriated $56,000,000,000 
only the other day and then some more 
money later for the purpose of trying 
to provide the planes, and the tanks, 
and the weapons of war to hold our 
enemies across the sea and to prevent 
their reaching our shores if it is humanly 
possible to do so. We cannot turn 
around and provide all that is necessary 
for civil defense without too much of a 
strain on our resources; and, mark you 
this, your committee allowed a reason
able amount for the continuing of the 
organization of civil defense, and areas
onable amount for medical supplies. 
But what else did they want? They 
wanted us to go into the field of furnish
ing fire apiJaratus. Do you gentlemen 
realize what would happen if we had? 
Every single Member of this Congress 
would start getting letters from every 
town in his district asking: "Where is 
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my fire engine?" Furthermore, they 
wanted us to stockpile 150 miles of 16-
inch pipe, lay it up somewhere; they 
wanted us to stockpile 1,500 miles of 
8-inch pipe and lay it up somewhere so 
it could be used in case of attack and 
disaster. They wanted us to start buy
ing or, rather, give them the money to 
start buying those things that · are in 
short supply ·and which are most needed 
for the weapons of defense. I have 
taken too much of my time on this point 
already, but I did want to remi:1.1d you 
that we could not open the door to that 
sort of thing. If you start it, there is 
no end. Second, I would like to remind 
you that when the time comes the cities 
and States show they cannot handle this, 
then it must be taken over by the De
fense Department itself as an integral 
part of our national defense. 

If General Marshall came in here and 
said to this Congress: You must give me 
money. Why? Well, because our troops 
do not believe in national defense. We 
have a lot of desertions and our morale 
is low. If you give us the money the 
morale of our army will improve and 
the boys in uniform will get interested. 
I think you would say to him, raise your 
morale first, then come to us for the 
money. 

As has been brought out, of this $1,-
500,000,000, roughly, in this bill, over 
$1,000,000,000 is for items that we can 
hardly deny, approximately $800,000,000 
for strategic and critical materials, and 
$260,000,000 for additional activities of 
the Atomic Energy Commission. Your 
committee, as has been stated, inquired 
into those activities as far as seemed 
proper. We are not prepared to say, be
cause it involves top secrets, some of 
which we could not know and would not 
wish to know, that every dollar will be 
spent wisely-we cannot guarantee 
that-but it seemed a fair and reason
able amount. 

Now, in reference to the subcommittee 
on Emergency Agencies, I want to say 
that your committee in its cuts of the 
requests did a reasonably thorough job. 
I can sincerely say that the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations, who 
was chairman of this committee, and his 
associates on the majority side, went 
down through these requests and I 
thought did a commendable job in cut
ting them as far as the actual amounts 
are concerned in most cases. 

I do want to call attention to one 
thing. After I walked out of the Com
mittee on Independent Offices, simply 
as a pinch-hitter on this Committee on 
Emergency Agencies, I discovered that 
coming before us were some of our old 
friends, the same people who were ap
pearing downstairs before the commit
tee I had been sitting on. For in
stance, the gentleman from Connecticut 
has been asking questions about this 
matter of the General Services appro
priations. On page 31 of the report you 
will find under the Independent Offices 
appropriation a request for operating 
expenses to the tune of $2,500,000, and 
emergency operating expenses to the 
tune of $21,839,000. That is for the 
General Services Administration. Then 
on page 50 of the same report under the 
emergency committee you will find 

again the same phrase, "emergency op
erating expenses" for General Services, 
$12,500,000. We allowed $10,000,000. 
As has been already said, these are not 
duplicating items. The so-called emer
gency operating expenses on page 31 
were for additional expenses for certain 
bureaus and departments, such as the 
science foundation, some defense de
partments, and others. On page 50, the 
request for $12,500,000 was for added 
space for added employees, in other 
agencies, such as Price Stabilization, 
Wage Stabilization, and all these new 
agencies that we have been creating 
downtown. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from New Hampshire has 
expired. 

Mr. WIGGLESWORTH. Mr. Chair
man, I yield the gentleman two addi
tional minutes. 

Mr. COTTON. I am not suggesting 
that there is duplication in this, but I 
.am suggesting, Mr. Chairman, that it is 
a poor and dangerous system that per
mits an agency to come before one sub
committee and ask for certain appro
priations for certain purposes, and then 
go before another subcommittee and ask 
for some more for the same general pur
poses, because it. makes it utterly im
possible for your Committee on Appro
priations to do the job that you in the 
House expect it to do, and that is to 
watch these agencies and know what 
they are getting. 

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COTTON. I yield to the gentle
man from New York. 

Mr. KEATING. Does the gentleman 
from New Hampshire feel that the same 
would apply to the item on page 40 
which the gentleman from California 
has said applies to the other items, 
namely, that we· could safely eliminate 
the items at this point, preserving to a 
later time the determination of what is 
needed, or does the gentleman have 
di.fferent views on it? 

Mr. COTTON. I am inclined to be
lieve, to be fr~nk with the gentleman 
from New York as to this item on page 
50, which is to provide space for the 
agencies that .this Congress created a 
couple of weeks ago when they passed 
the controls bill, that certain sums to 
enable them to carry on the provisions 
of that act are necessary. I personally 
think they could get by on much less 
than $10,000,000 at the present time. I 
do not think it is necessary that it be 
done this week. But I do think that a 
certain sum is necessary, and there again 
it is almost impossible to determine how 
much, and if we are going to err we 
ought to err by giving them money in 
homeopathic doses. 

Mr. KEATING. Those agencies are 
now occupying certain space, are they 
not? My inquiry is whether they could 
not continue to occupy that space until 
the Congress is able to get from them 
some specific figures as to the amount 
they need. 

Mr. COTTON. That is true; I agree 
that that is so. 

Now, let me continue. You will note 
that the old-line agencies, so-called
the Department of the Interior, the De-

partment of Agriculture, the Department 
of Labor-and others in this emergency 
bill receive certain amounts of money. 

·Now, that money is supposedly for the 
extra work-the special work that they 
are doing in connection with Mr. Wilson 
and Mr. DiSalle and Mr. Johnston and 
their special agencies. But I want to 
suggest to this Congress that they should 
not be coming to one subcommittee with 
their regular budget and then going to 
another subcommittee for their special 
budget unless it is reviewed by the first 
subcommittee. I have little or no criti
cism as to the '3.mounts that their re
quests were reduced by the special sub
committee on emergency agencies, but 
it would do no harm if this House saw 
fit to deny these old-line agencies a single 
cent today. Let them come · back and 
justify before the respective subcommit
tees that deal with their appropriations 
and show the subcommittees, who knO\V 
those departments, that they cannot ab
sorb the added burdens of these emer
gency agencies. We are asking the 
farmer who has three sons to send two 
into the service and keep one on the 
farm and he and and his boy produce 
more. I think the time has come when 
we should ask these old-line bureaus and 
departments of Government to carry the 
added burdens of the defense effort with 
the same force that they have. As far 
as possible, they should absorb the new 
work into their present organization. 
We should insist upon that, and we 
should insist now. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
5 minutes to the gentleman from Lou
isiana [Mr. LARCADE]. 

Mr. LARCADE. Mr. Chairman, in 
connection with the amendment to be 
o.ffered by the House Public Works Com
mittee to strike out section 1313, in order 
to show that the present procedure in 
the authorizations and appropriations 
for flood control and rivers and harbors 
work is justified, I feel the time required 
to explain to the Members, especially 
the new Members of the House, how 
flood control and river and harbor proj
ects are conceived, authorized, and con
structed will be informative and instruc
tive and well worth the time. As rapidly 
as possible, I wish to present a kaleido
scopic view of the processes, course 
channels, ramifications, and time re
quired to secure the construction of 
a flood control or rivers and harbors 
project through the Federal Govern
ment. I think that this presentation 
will be helpful today in the considera
tion of the bill, as a visual impression is 
more powerful than words. 

From the inception of a project to the 
ultimate construction and completion 
there are 24 steps: 

First. A flood occurs in some section.of 
the country destroying lives, property, 
and crops. Local people immediately 
begin to discuss the matter; and 

Second. Local groups get together, 
such as the chamber of commerce, civic 
clubs, and prominent citizens, and write 
their Congtessmen and Senators. We 
appeal to you. 

Third. Congressman consults Public 
Works Committee, which investigates 
proposed project, and if the project 
seems to have sufficient merit, the matter 
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is ref erred to the Chief of Engineers for 
investigation and report. 

Fourth. The Chief of Engineers refers 
the proposed project to the district 
engineer in the locality to make a pre
liminary examination. There are 47 
district engineers' offices located in 47 
districts in the United States. 

Fifth. The project proposed is then re
f erred to the division engineer for ap
proval, and economic survey, and if 
approved, is ref erred back to the district 
engineer. 

Sixth. The district engineer will give 
a public notice, and nQtice .to all inter
ested persons in the area where the 
project is proposed for public hearings 
on a ft.xed date, at which place and time 
all interested parties may be heard in 

- support of all Government departments' 
opposition to the proposed project. 

Seventh. If, after public hearings are 
held in the area of proposed project the 
report from the district engineer is 
favorable, the report is submitted to the 
Board of Engineers for Rivers and Har
bors in Washington, D. C., for its con
sideration. After public notice is given 
to interested parties, opportunity is 
again given for hearings; any person for 
or against the project may appear at 
that time before the Board of Engineers 
for Rivers and Harbors in Washington, 
D.C. 

Eighth. The Board of Engineers for 
Rivers and Harbors concurs in the · 
favorable preliminary report of the dis
trict engineer and recommends that a 
survey be made. 

Ninth. If the report is favorable, the 
matter is referred to the district engineer 
for an engineering survey plan of pro
pm:ed project, estimates of cost, and 
public benefits expected. 

Tenth. If, as required by faw, local in
terests guarantee to furnish free, all real 
estate for spoils areas and r ig:1ts-of
way, the matter is ag·ain referred back 
to the Board of Engineers for Ri7ers and 
Harbors in Washington. 

Eleventh. If the Board of Engineers 
for Rivers and Harbors finds that bene
fits exceed the costs, it recommends 
the project. If costs exceed the bene
fits, the unfavorable report is transmit
ted to the Public Works Committee of 
the Hom:e. Over 50 percent of the in
vestigations authorized result in unf a
vorable reports to the Cong.ress. 

Twelfth. If :...pproved, the project is 
then submitted t9 the governors of af
fected States and other interested Fed
eral agencies by the Chief of Engineers 
for their approval, and if approval is 
given by the governors and Federal 
agencies. 

Thirteenth. A favorable report from 
the Chief of Engineers is transmitted to 
the Secretary of the Army, who in turn 
approves same, and transmits the favor
able report to the Congress through the 
Speaker of the House, and the same is 
referred to the Public Works Committee 
of the House who will have the report 
published as a public document. 

Hearings are then held on the pro
posed project by the Public Works Com
mittee of the House, and proponents and 
opponents are again given an oppor
tunity to appear before the Public Works 
Committee and testify for or against 

the project. If the project is approved 
by the Public Works Committee, it will 

· be included in the next flood control and 
rivers and harbors bill of the House. 

Fourteenth. The project is included in 
the House flood control and rivers and 
harbors bill, and the bill is passed by the 
House of Representatives, including the 
project. 

Fifteenth. The House bill including 
the project is then referred to the Sen
ate Public Works Committee, which 
committee also again holds hearings on 
the project and, if approved, is submit
ted to the Senate, which passes the bill; 
the President signs the bill, and the proj
ect is now authorized for construction. 

Sixteenth. The Chief of Engineers 
transmits the project authorized to the 
Bureau of the Budget with the request 
for approval of appropriation of funds 
for the project, and the Bureau of the 
Budget reviews the project, and if favor
able action is taken, sends the report 
and a recommendation to the Appro
priations Committee of the House for the 
inclusion of an appropriation for the 
project in the next House appropriation 
bill. 

Seventeenth. The subcommittee of 
the House Appropriations Committee on 
Civil Functions of the Department of 
the Army considers the project, and 
again hearings are held by that commit
tee, for justification of the project, and 
again proponents and opponents of the 
project are given an opportunity to ap
pear and testify before that committee 
on the project. If approved by the com
mittee, the project is included in the 
next civil-functions bill, and if approved 
by the House and Senate and signed by 
the President, funds are now available 
for construction of the project. 

Eighteenth. The Chief of Engineers 
now refers the project to the division en
gineer to make plans; and 

Nineteenth. The division engineer re
fers the project to the district engineer 
to make plans. 

Twentieth. Plans, specifications, and 
engineering estimate of cost are now pre
pared in the office of the district en
gineer. 

Twenty-first. Invitations for bids are 
made public and mailed to all prospec
tive bidders by the district engineer. · 

Twenty-second. The contract for con
struction is then awarded to the con
tractor who is the lowest bidder. 

Twenty-third. The contractor mobi
lizes his plant and equipment and active 
operations begin. 

Twenty-fourth. The project is now 
completed. 

The lives, health, property, and econ
omy of the area are now protected. This 
shows how many hearings are held and 
the hurdles. that have to be cleared be
fore a project is authorized, and this 
should convince anyone that after all of 
this investigation and hearings, a project 
must be justified to be approved. 

In conclusion, I might say that from 
the inception of a project through all of 
the various stages and channels which 
I have explained to the obtaining of au
thorization, appropriations, and con
struction, it is a long, tedious fight, and 
it requires from 2 to 3 years · if all goes 

well; sometimes as much as 5 years or 
more is required, and sometimes even 
though a project may be authorized by 
the Congress, appropriations are never 
made, and the project is not constructed. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LARCADE. I yield. 
Mr. ·JOHNSON. I spent 8 years, from 

1925 to 1933, helping to develop one of 
these projects. I do not believe the gen
tleman ref erred to the fact that local 
contributions .are made to these projects 
usually, and that the money must be 
put up by the local people to match the 
Federal funds, perhaps not in the iden
tical amount but- there must be match
ing contributions by the local people. 

Mr. LARCADE. It is a requirement in 
every rivers and harbors project that 
rights-of-way and so on be furnished by 
local interests. In addition to that, in 
many instances, certain projects are au
thorized where the economic justifica
tion is not sufficient to permit the Gov
ernment to bear the entire cost and local 
interests and local communities have to 
put up a certain amount of the funds 
necessary for the construction of such 
project, and a showing of the economic 
justification has to be made to the Con
gress before the project is . authorized 
and the appropriation is ma,de. That is 
done in many instances. 

Mr. JOHNSON: In the particular 
case I am thinking of, we had to build a 
400-foot transit shed at a terrific cost. 
We put in $1,307,500, and in addition to 
that the State of California put up about 
one-half million dollars. Our project 
came within the amount that the Fed
eral engineers estimated it would cost 
exactly. It was exactly within the 
amount. I was astounded when I read 
the article in the paper this morning 
that the costs exceeded by over two times 
the estiP1ates of Army engineers. I do 
not know What has become of the Army 
engineers since the days I knew many 
of them. 

Mr. DONDEUO. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LARCADE. I yield. 
Mr. DONDERO. In the days that we 

are living in, from the time that an esti
mate is made and construction begins, 
prices rise beyond the dream of any
body-and nobody is willing to accept a 
firm contract. 

Mr. LARCADE. I must say, in all 
fairness, since I have been dealing with 
the Corps of Engineers on flood-control 
matters in the five terms, or 12 years I 
have been a Member of Congress, I 
have never seen a project where an es
timate has been made by the Corps of 
Engineers unless the project was modi
fied and unless condition$ changed 
whereby the estimates made by the 
Corps of Engineers has been exceeded, 
and in every instance where modifica
tions were necessary, or there were in
creased appropriations necessary, due 
to construction-cost increases, the Corps 
of Engineers have come back to the ap
priate committee of Congress and have 
obtained the necessary authorization in 
keeping with the conditions existing at 
the time. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? · · 
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Mr. LARCADE . . I yield to the gentle
man from Iowa. 

Mr. JENSEN. I want to compliment 
the gentleman for explaining the func
tions of the Army engineers, step by 
step. Having dealt with the Army en
gineers for the past 13 years, having the 
Missouri Valley in my district a distance 
of 120 miles, I have had much to do 
with the Army .engineers. Never once 
have I found the Army engineers . to 
make a statement which was contrary to 
the facts. They have been honest and 
honorable, and I praise them highly. 
They have been handicapped on many 
occasions because of the fact that the 
Bureau of the Budget and the Congress 
has not appropriated funds for flood 
control which the Army engineers 
asked, but certainly that should not be 
laid at the door of the Army engineers. 
There is a program on to discredit the 
Army engineers by those who want val
ley authorities all over America. But I 
am sure their program will be defeated. 

The CHAffiMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Louisiana has again ex
pired. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
3 minutes to the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. MAHON]. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, while of 
course I am a member of the Committee 
on Appropriations, a matter has come to 
my attention which did not appear ob
vious at the time of the meeting of the 
committee and the approval of the bill 
before us. The reduction in the bill of 
about two-thirds of the amount of fu!\ds 
requested for the recruitment of labor 
from .old Mexico will result in great 
injury to the program. It was made, ·as 
stated in the report, by reason of the 
fact that it was thought there were a 
half million citizens of the Republic of 
Mexico in this country who could be re
cruited. Under such circumstances a 
real saving could be made, but the facts 
do not warrant the proposed reduction. 

Mr. POAGE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MAHON. I yield to the gentleman 
from Texas. 
· Mr. POAGE. If the gentleman will 
recall, the bill that we recently passed, 
and which has been incorrectly referred 
to as the Mexican wetback law, specifi
cally prohibits the recruitment of any 
Mexican nationals illegally in the United 
States, unless they have been here 5 
years, and unless we have the consent 
of the Mexican Government. Those 
500,000 have not been in the United 
States 5 years, and we do not have the 
consent of the Mexican Government to 
recruit any wetbacks. Consequently, 
there is no authority of law to recruit 
any wetbacks, and the law we passed 
did not create any such authority, al
though a great many newspapers indi
cated that we had authorized a recruit
ment of wetbacks. 

Mr. MAHON. The gentleman is cor
rect. The assumption that we could or 
would recruit some of these half mil
lion so-called wetbacks was in error. 
The Mexican Government does not agree 
to it, in the first place. In the second 
place, many of them have not been here 
5 years. Hence, there is no way to use 

them. So, while I do not expect to off er 
an amendment to this bill, I did want to 
put the House on notice that I think the 
funds will have to be increased. It will 
be necessary to have an additional com
mittee hearing, which would not be pos
sible just now. The best thing to do un
der the circumstance is to present the 
matter to the Senate. I thought it 
proper to call the matter to the atten
tion of the House. I expect to personal
ly present this matter to the appropriate 
committee of the other body. 

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MAHON. I yield to the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. KEATING. What relation does 
this appropriation have to the bill which 
we passed a few days ago? I thought we 
passed an appropriation for this activi
ty for the coming year. 

Mr. MAHON. This was just an emer
gency measure that was taken some time 
ago to get this Mexican labor recruit
ment program into operation. 

Mr. KEATING. That involved some 
$900,000. This involves a million and · a 
half. Is that in addition to the $900,-
000? -

Mr. MAHON. That is not in addition. 
These funds are incorporated in the 
present bill, as I understand it-$950,-
000, to be exact. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Texas has again ex
pired. 

Mr. WIGGLESWORTH. Mr. Chair
man, I yield 14 minutes to the gentle
man from Michigan [Mr. FoRnl. 

Mr. FORD. lfr. Chairman, I would 
like to expand some of the comments I 

. made earlier in reference to section 
1313. It is my opinion that unless we 
expand the coverage of section 1313 to 
include the Bureau of Reclamation, sec
tion 1313 should be stricken from the 
bill. I have an amendment drawn 
which will achieve that result. I should 
like to have the assurance of the chair
man of the Committee on Appropria
tions that he would have no objection 
to the inclusion of such language in the 
section. If I do not receive that assur
ance I intend to oppose vigorously sec
tion 1313. 

Would the chairman of the commit
tee offer any comment as to whether or 
not he intends to make a point of order 
to the inclusion of the Bureau of Recla
mation? 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I am 
in heartiest accord with the proposition 
advanced by the gentleman from Michi
gan. I think that it would be a very 
logical provision in conjunction with the 
paragraph carried in the bill at this 
point. I have no objection to its being 
included. 

Mr. FORD. I thank the distinguished 
chairman of the committee. 

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORD. I yield. 
Mr. STEFAN. In order to get this 

clear, do I understand that it is the in
tention of the chairman of the full com
mittee to agree to an amendment to in
clude the Reclamation Bureau in section 
1313? 

Mr. FORD. As I understand the com
ments of the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations, he feels that there is 
no reason why we should not include the 
Bureau of Reclamation. 

Mr. STEFAN. In section 1313. 
Mr. FORD. Under section 1313. I 

may say to my colleagues that there is 
desirable legislation contained in sec
tion 1313, and I assure my friends on the 
Committee on Public Works that section 
1313 does not take away from the legisla
tive committee any of the functions that 
committee now has. Section 1313 is for 
the aid and assistance of the Committee 
on Appropriations. My only reservation 
about section 1313 was that I thought 
that if it was good legislation it should 
apply to all engineering and construc
tion agencies in the Federal Government. 

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORD. I yield. 
Mr. DONDERO. Would the gentle

man include the Department of Agricul
ture and the Department of the Interior 
as well as the Bureau of Reclamation? 
They are all constructing agencies of the 
Government. 

Mr. FORD. I say to my colleague 
from Michigan that I have no reason to 
object to the inclusion of the Depart.: 
ment of Agriculture and the Department 
of the Interior. As far as I know, the 
Bureau of Reclamation and the Corps of 
Engineers do almost tl].e same type of 
construction. There may, however, be 
some basic difference between the con
struction done by the Department of 
Agriculture and the other two agenci~s. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORD. I yield. 
Mr. JOHNSON. Of course, the Bu

reau of Reclamation is the conservation 
group, and the Army engineers deaf only 
with flood control. It deals sometimes 
only with flood controls and at times per
haps with multiple purpose dams. There 
has been conflict between those two bu
reaus ever since they were set up. When
ever an engineering outfit looked into a 
stream in California they had to issue 
a comprehensive report showing the pos
sibility of conserving the water as well 
as controlling the floods. Does the gen
tleman's amendment propose to cover 
that situation? 

Mr. FORD. I may say to the distin
guished gentleman from California that 
if he would carefully read section 1313 
he would find that it sets up a procedure 
to be followed so that the members of the 
Committee on Appropriations will know 
precisely what the current cost is on a 
project. The basic trouble at the present 
time is we have to work with a survey 
report that might have been made some 
years previously. By the time the proj
ect is approved by the legislative com
mittee and the Congress gets to the Com
mittee on Appropriations there has been 
a large time lapse, and before we can act 
intelligently as a Committee on Appro
priations we have to have some up-to
date data. Section 1313 would provide 
this important data. -

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield further? 

Mr. FORD. I yield. 
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· Mr. JOHNSON. I am thinking, for in
stance, of the American Rivet, which 
joins the Sacramento· River at Sacra• 
mento, Calif. The Reclamation Bureau 
studied that river thoroughly; the Army 
engineers at the same time studied that 
river thoroughly. ·How are·you going to 
combine and correlate the view of ·two 
different agencies studying the same 
problem? 

Mr. FORD. I am simply saying that 
if a set of rules for the information of: 
Congress is good for the Corps of Engi
neers and the Subcommittee on Civil 
Functions, the same set of rules should 
be highly desirable for the Interior sub
committee and the Bureau of Reclama
tion. The proposed amendment .would 
not get into the jurisdictional fight that 
has prevailed between the · two agencies 
and which l now hope has been settled. 
The proposed amendment, section 1313; 
in no way whatsoever would involve a 
jurisdictional fight between the. Corps 
of Engineers and the Bureau of Recla
mation . . 

Mr. JOHNSON. The gentleman is. 
telling us there would be only one group 
that would study the same stream? 
. Mr. FORD. No; I am not saying, that 
at all. · I am saying that· when the :Bu-. 
reau of ~ Reclamation comes before the 
Subcommittee - on Interior Appropria- . 
tions, it would have up-to.-date informa

·tion and data for the subcommittee on 
its own projects. The Corps of Engi- . 
neers would. not be . involved at all, but 
wben the Corps of Engineers came up to. 
our subcommittee, the Subcommittee on. 
Civil Functions, it would have similar or. 
eomparable data .on their projects .. 

Mr. JOHNSON. How are you going to 
avoid duplication if one group prepares 
it for the. civil-functions bill and . they 
are studying the same streams .as the 
other group for appearance before the. 
subcommittee on . Interior appropria-· 
tions? 
· Mr. FORD. We on the civil-functions 
subcommittee do not get any requests 
from the·Bureau of Reclamation, and we 
would · not under my proposed · amend
ment. The proposed amendment is only 
for the help of the Interior subcommit
tee-the committee that now has juris
diction over the Bureau of Reclamation. 

Mr. FERNANDEZ. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORD. I yield to the gentleman 
from New Mexico. 

Mr. FERNANDEZ . . Will the gentle
man also seek assurance from our great 
chairman and from the ranking minor-· 
ity member that appropriations will be 
forthcoming and ~ot opposed to take 
care of the additional expense in per
sonnel which will be required in mak
ing its annual report to the Congress of 
all projects? Heretofore the committee 
considered those projects which are alive, 
which are being pushed, which are ap_. 
proved by the Bureau of the Budget. 
Under this proposal you would have to 
go back in there and get dormant, old 
projects, bring them up to date, when no
body is .pushing them, when nobody is 
interested in them any more, when the 
Bureau of the Budget has not approved 
them. Who is going to do the work and 
where are you going to get the money? 

Mr. FORD. ·I cannot speak 'for our 
committee ch~irman. It would have to 
be answered by him as to whether or not 
he would recommend the funds to bring 
these studies up to date. 

Mr. FERNANDEZ. The gentleman 
realizes it will take a great deal of money 
to do that and duplication is going to 
take a way from the engineers personnel 
and work that they could be using in 
presenting projects that are to be con
sidered by the Appropriations Commit
tee and not all projects. 

Mr. FORD. Section 1313, if put into 
effect, will cost a great deal of money. 

Mr. FERNANDEZ. . A great deal of 
money and personnel. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. 'FORD. I yield to the gentleman 
from Michigan . . 

Mr. RABAUT . . The engineers have al
ways had money to make studies. . That 
is all they are going to do under this. 
They have the . information and all we 
are asking is that the information be 
correlated so that we will know what it is 
all about in relation to expenditures. 
· Mr. FORE>. I think it will be admitted 
that it will take money to get the pro
posed report into· the hands of the Con
gress by . December 31. Obviously it is 
going to take some time, effort, and 
funds. . 

. Mr. RABAUT. That is what their 
personnel is there for. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 
· Mr. FORD. I yield to the gentleman 

from Michigan. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. ;May I submit a 

specific case? Before our committee. we 
have what is known as the central Ari-· 
zona project that has been under consid-. 
eration for a number oi years. Two or 
three bills have passed or have beeri 
before our committee of the House. . The 
House committee blocked the bill on two 
or three different occasions. It started 
out with five or six hundred million dol
lars estimated cost. Last year we had 
the cost revised, and it jumped up to 
$900,000,000, and I refer to the so-called 
direct cost. 

The_ CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Michigan has expired. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
the gentleman five additional minutes. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Probably as much 
as $2,000,000,000 have been involved over 
a 75-year period. So let us say it ·is a · 
two and one-half biliion dollar project. 
Just recently the other body approved a 
bill. There was some pressure on our 
committee to report it out, and I hap
pened to be one of those not supporting 
the bill because I do not have faith in 
these estimated costs. Now, assuming 
section 13.13 became law, would that sec
tion, having become law, call for a report 
on that particular project? 

Mr. FORD. Section 1313, if amended 
as I woulc;i like to have it amended, would 
call for a complete planning report prior 
to the initial approval by the Committee 
on Appropriations and then each year, 
as the Arizona project progressed and 
as the Department of the Interior came 
up and requested additional funds for 
construction, there would have to be an 

,, 

addenda to the original planning report. 
In section 1313 as now in the bill, the 
Bureau of Reclamation or the Depart
ment of the Interior would not be af
fected and as a consequence there would 
be no relevancy whatsoever to the Ari
zona project. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I was interested in 
what the gentleman from Michigan said 
about the time element. You can start 
a project of this kind, anq perhaps 2 or 3 
years from the time the estimated cost 
is presented before it reaches the Com
mittee on Appropriations, when forces 
of inti.a ti on are playing as they are play
ing now, the original figures are not 
worth repeating. 

Mr. ·FORD. I would. like to go into 
another matter if I have sufiicient time. 

Mr. JONES· of Alabama. -- Mr. Chair
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORD. · I yield to the gentleman 
from Alabama. 

Mr. JONES of Alabama. Would the 
gentleman be kind enough to point out 
to the committee the savings that will be 
effected by section 1313, and where they 
will be effected? 

Mr. FORD. Section 1313 has ~s its 
principal objective the bringing up to 
date certain data for the .subcommittee 
on Civil Functions of the Committee on 
Appropriations. I cannot with certainty 
say to the gentleman from Alabama that 
section 1313 is going to save any money; 

Mr. JONES of Alabama. Is that not 
the purpose of the language? 

Mr. FORD. All I can .say .is that I 
thi!'.lk section 1313 would better inform 
the Congress and the Subcommittee of 
Civil Function~. . I do not know how 
mach of a s&.ving there wiil be. 

Mr. JONES of Alabama. Is there any 
informa~ion that the sub:ommittees de
sire of the Corps of Engineers that has 
not .been forthcoming at the request of 
the committees? . , · 

Mr. FORD. I would like to say to the 
distinguished gentleman from Alabama 
that he is talking to the least enthusias
tic person for section 1313. What he 
ought to do· is to talk to some of the 
people who ar·e highly in favor of it. Let 
them defend it; not me. · 

Mr. JONES of Alabama. The lan
guage contained in section 1313 will add 
to the administrative cost of these proj
ects, and they now claim they are sav
ing money by coming under this section. 

Mr. FORD. I am one who will admit 
that there will be more cost involved in 
section 1313 than some other members 
of the subcommittee will admit. 

I have another point, Mr. Chairman. 
I want to talk about another matter and 
eannot yield unless I get some additional 
time. 

Mr. FERNANDEZ. Mr. Chairman, if 
the ~entleman wn yield, who is so en
thusiastic that I can go and talk to? 

Mr. FORD. I know of six or seven 
members on the subcommittee, and the 
gentleman can use his own imagination 
in that respect. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORD. I yield to the gentleman 
from Iowa. 

Mr. JENSEN. I think it must be re
membered that in addition to the duties 
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and responsibilities that the Corps .of 
Engineers has here in America, that 
General Pick is handling some very dif. 
ft.cult problems in many of the nations 
of the world today, · 

Mr. FORD. I would like to say this 
to the gentleman from Iowa. In my. 
humble judgment the Corps of Engineers 
under General Pick is an outstanding 
organization made up of honorable men 
and excellent engineers . . They may have 
made mistakes, but comparatively. speak· -
ing it is a Federal agency of the highest· 
caliber. 

Mr. JONES of Alabama. Mr. Chair· 
man, if the gentleman will yield further, 
the gentleman -from Michigan speaks 
from experience because he has had serv
ice on the Public Works Legisla_tive Com
mittee. He has seen how these projects 
are brought into being, and for that 
reason his practical experience places 
him in a position to comment on this 
section. · 

Mr. FORD. During the consideration 
of the portion of the bill devoted to emer-· 
gency agencies,-Ml'. Charles Wilson ap
peared before our subcommittee. It was 
developed during his testimony that the 
United States was having_a good deal of 
trouble with -the problem of tungsten,· 
especially its availability and production. 
One of -the members of -the subcommitt-ee, 
during the hearings asked Mr. Wilson: 
about -tungsten and this was the reply-
Mr. Wilson gave:. -

Russia has access to all of the Korean and· 
Chinese tungsten and what · other strategic 
metals are available there. . They seem to 
have access to that. , _ , 

When the time came for me to question 
Mr. Wilson, I asked him these ·questions· 
and he gave these answers: 

.Mr. FORD. Where in Korea does this tung· 
sten come from? · 

Mr. WILSON. Northern Korea. 
· · Mr. FORD. This tungsten of which we are 
in short -supply comes from Northern Korea. 
I Mr. WILSON. Saine of it. Some of it comes 
from, China, some · comes from Manchuria. 

1" Mr. FoRD. But the part that comes from 
~area comes from North Korea. 
_ Mr. WILSON: :from North Korea; that is 
right. · 

Subsequently, when the committee 
hearings were printed the aforemen· 
tioned questions ·and answers · were de
leted and - a different · question and· · 
answer was inserted. I think it is very 
interesting to read how my questions 
and Mr. Wilson's answers were revised. 
The revised colloquy appears .on page 
53, of the hearings, part l, dealing with 
emergency agencies. 

Mr. FoRD. Where in Korea does this tung-
sten come .from? · 

Mr. WILSON. Two-thirds of Korean tung
sten is mined in South Korea. The prin
cipal SO\lrce of tungsten in Korea is a mine 
which lies 30 miles south of the thirty
eighth parallel. 

As a result of the original colloquy 
between Mr. Wilson and myself and as 
the result of the revision as printed in 
the record, I became rather interested 
in the tungsten situation, to see whether 
or not the original replies or the revised 
answer was correct. I checked the Li· 
brary of Cong_ress. These are the facts 

XCVII-653 

as reported to me by the Library of 
Congress: 

World production of tungsten, 1948 

In metric 
tons 

As per· · 
cent of 
world 

produc· 
ti on 

Total.: ••• _........................ 33, 640 100. o. 
North America ...••••••••.•••. 

United States .•..•.••••••• 

~~~~:~::~~::::::::::========== 
Africa ___ ------- ••. _ ••• _ •..•• · •.•••• Asia ___________________ • __________ _ 

Korea (estimate) . .: ___________ _ 
South Korea _________________ _ 
North Korea _________________ _ 

Oceania __________________________ _ 

4, 6.18 
3, 659 
4,015 
6, 268 

624 
16, 860 

2, 245 
1, 245 
1,.000 
1, 255 

13. i 
10.9 
11.9 
18.6 
1. 9 

50.1 
6. 7 
3.1 
3.0 
3. 7 

The United States Bureau of Mines re
ported tungsten production in South Korea 
in 1948 as . 1,245 metric tons, or about 55. 
percent of total Korean production. In 1949 
South Korea increased its production to. 
1,448 metric tons~ · According to the Minerals 
Yearbook, i949, preprint on tungsten, it has 
been reported that pla~s have been made to' 
replace the existing recovery facilities at the 
Sangdong mine 1 with modern equipment' 
Whi-ch WOUld ..result in a substantial increase 
in production of tungsten concentrates. 
Later figµ:r;es are not readily available, so 
that no accurate statement of the · relative· 

. percentage d_ivision of current · output can: 
be offered without further inquiry. ' 

Source: Twenty-seventh Report of the Pre.= 
paredness Subcommittee of the Committee 
on Armed Services, United States Senate, 
Tungsten, 1951, committee pr~nt, Eighty·· 
second Congress, first session; United States 
Bureau pf .Mines: Mineral.S Yearbook, ].947; 
prepr~nt from Minerals Yearbook, 1949; 
Tungsten. 

I believe these facts prove very conclu· 
sively that North Korea is important to 
the _ United States from the tungsten 
point _of view. · The metal is vital to our. 
defense and we cannot afford to give up 
too easily. · · ·_ · 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I yleld 
such time as he may desire to the gen.: 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. MURRAY]. 

Mr. MURRAY of Tennessee. Mr. 
Chairman, l_ast -year the Congress ap
proved an' amendment to the Supple· 
mental Appropriation Act, 1951, which· 
provided that the Civil Service Commis
sion should make full use of its author
ity to make temporary appointments to 
prevent increases in.the number of per
manent employees and· also that all pro
motions, transfers, or reinstatements to 
positions in 'the Federal service should · 
be made on a temporary basis, subject to 
post-audit and correction by the Civil 
Service Commission. 

The primary objectives of this amend
ment, which was sponsored by the dis
tinguished Member from Mississippi [Mr. 
WHITTEN], are as follows: First, to pre
vent il].creases in the permanent staff of 
the Government during the present na
tional emergency; second, insure that 
Federal employees who serve in the mili
tary service receive fair treatqient upon 

1 The Sangdong mine is at the village of · 
Iyonnae (latitude 37°08'41" N. and longi· 
tude 128°50'17" F.), near the head of a short 
south-flowing tributary of the Oktong-ch'on 
River (Economic Geology, August 1947, 
p. 466). 

their return to the Fec:ieral Government; 
third, encourage the transfer of em
ployees from nondefense to defense ac
. ti vi ties; fourth, prevent up-grading of 
positions; and, fifth, prevent the perma-
nent promotion of Federal employees to· 
higher grades and positions which are 
created. because of the emergency. 

To a large extent, these·objectives have 
been carried out since September l, 1950, 
which was the effective date of the Whit-· 
ten amendment. The Civil Service Com
mission and most of the departments 
and agencies readily admit that the, 
Whitten amendment has done much to 
curb the personnel abuses and malprac-· 
tices which were prevalent during World 
War II. 

From time to time . during the past· 
year, as chairman of the House Post 
Office and . Civil Service Committee, r
have conferred with officials of the Civil 
~ervice Commission - and departments 
and agencies with respect to changes 
which appear desirable in the event the 
Congress reenacted the Whitten amend...: 
ment. Also, I have discussed this prob-· 
lem with Representative WHITTEN, whose' 
c;ommittee has recommended language' 
iµ this Supplemental Appropriations Act 
whicn will improve the personnel-opera-· 
tions .of the Federal Government during 
the present emergency. . . 
. Section 1310 of the Supplemental ·Ai>· 
propriations Act for fiscal year 1952 
strengthens and improves the former 
Whitten amendment. 

There are several important changes: 
ip. the Whitten amendment. Its provi
sions will remain iri ·effect until the ter
~ination of the national emergency 
which was proclaimed ·by the President. 
on December 16,. 1950. This means it wiil 
be unnecessary to reenact this provision 

__ each year, _ and the departments and 
agencies of the Government will have an· 
opportunity to make policy decisions for ' 
the -future instead· of on a year-to-year 
~~ . 

Under · this provision, a position v.a· -
cated by a person who is called to the : 
military service shall not be filled except 
on a temporary basis. . This will give to 
the ·veteran, by law, the assurance that 
his position is being protected while he 
is serving in the Armed Forces. 

An exception is contained in the pro
vision relating to transfers. Permanent 
employees may be transferred from one 
department to another on a permanent 

· basis provided the employee is transfer
ring to a position with the same or lower 
grade and salary. All such transfers 
which have been made on a· temporary 
basis since September 1, 1950, shall be 
corrected accordingly. However, all 
other transfers are on a temporary basis. 
Also, all promotions and reinstatements 
are temporary. 

Subsection (b) enunciates congres
sional policy that the Civil Service Com
mission shall use its resources to facili
tate the transfer of Federal employees 
from nondefense to defense activities and 
in addition, shall provide mandatory re
employment rights for employees who 
are transferred to defense activities. 

Subsection (c) is designed to prevent 
rapid up-gra,ding of Federal employees 
du.ring the present national emergency. 
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It provides that no employee shall be defense as a fire insurance policy. 
promoted or transferred to a higher Frankly, I am scared. Maybe the other 
grade without having served at least Members of the House do not share my 
1 year in the next lower grade, and re- · fear, .but I am scared because I know 
quires the Civil Service Commission to what can happen in this country. They 
take whatever steps are necessary un- say it cannot happen here. I tell you, 
der its authority to prevent excessive it can happen here, and it may happen 
promotions in and outside the competi- here. It will be far too late for us to 
tive civil service. do something about this matter if it does 

Subsection (d) strengthens present happen here-unless we do it now. It 
law by providing that at least once a year has been my privilege to serve both as 
each department and agency shall ex-, a member of the Joint Atomic Energy 
amine all positions which have been Committee and of the House Armed 
created or placed in a higher grade since Services Committee. As a result infor
September 1, 1950, and abolish all such mation has been available to me which 
positions which are found to be unneces- may not have come to the attention of 
sary. Regarding positions which are other Members. This information and 
found to be necessary, the departments the public statements of Civil Defense 
and agencies are required to make such Administrator Caldwell have made clear 
adjustments as are appropriate to rea1-·· to me the fact that this country is faced 
locate these positions to the proper grade with an ominous and perilous situation. 
or pay level. An atomic attack which is entirely pos-

Of particular help to the House Post sible could result in a million casualties 
. Office and Civil Service Committee in in a dozen cities. 
connection with the examination of per- We face the possibility of multiple 
sonnel practices in Government is sub- atomic bomb drops. Discounting the 
section (d) which provides that in Jan- multiple drop, one bomb drop on the 
uary of each year the departments and city of St. Louis would result in 126,000 
agencies shall submit a report to Con- casualties. Qn Chicago, 154,000; Wash
gress concerning action taken in pre- ington, 118,000; Detroit, 118,000; Los 
venting up-grading, improper allocation Angeles, 39,000; San Francisco, 74,000; 
of positions, and excessive promotions. New York, 220,000; Boston, 165,000; 

In my judgment, section i310 of the Kansas City, 120,000; Philadelphia, 138,
Supplemental Appropriations Act is not 000; Seattle, 59,000. 
only desirable but extremely important And, I think I should make it clear 
if the Government is to maintain a sen- that there is not a city in the country 
sible and conservative personnel policy free from a threat of atomic attack. 
during the national emergency. , . An atomic attack might halt defense 

I am advised that the Civil Service production and through its frightful
Commission and most departments and ness even destroy our will to fight. 
agencies agree with the objectives of the There is no question but what Russia 
Whitten amendment. has more atom bombs than we expected 

It is my opinion the personnel opera- and they are bigger and more potent 
tions of the Federal Government have . than previously believed. 
improved under the Whitten amendment · These are tough facts for us to face 
during the past year. . but tou_gher still if your dis~rict is in
. Representative WHITTEN is to be com- ... ~ clu~ed m ~~e of our many vital metro
mended for his untiring efforts in con- .. } p~llta~ critical target areas such as 
nection with this matter and his recep- ~ ~ mm~ 18

: • 
tiveness to appropriate changes in the · Russia IS not as lagga~d as Yi~ are. 
Whitten amendment which have been , They have 20,000,000 tramed civil de-
f b . · f ense workers. ' 
ound ~ e desirable: I tru~~ the Mem- . . The Congress theref 0 h uld _ 

bers will support this provision as ap- -.. · . . re s .0 . S':1P 
proved by the House Appropriations · port the Civil J?efense Admmis~ration 
Committee because I am certain the de- . '. ~dequatel~ .and it sh?uld re~ogruze .the 
partments and agencies of the Govern- t ~ value of ~ivil def e~se m mak~ng l?ossible 
ment will find that it will result in better ·;·~ our con~mued national survival m case 
personnel practices and assist our of atomic attack. 
defense activities · ' I propose to offer four amendments at 

Mr. RABAUT. ·Mr. Chairman, I yield the proper time under the 5-minute rule. 
6 minutes to the gentleman from llii- My amendments do no~ p~opose to ~e-
nois [Mr. PRICE]. store all of the Appropriations Commit-
, M PRICE M . tee cuts. I am not so much concerned 
· · r. . · r. Chairman, I w~nt to with the $250 000 000 for shelters at this 
take the time allotted to me to discuss t· ' ' · · 
the matter of civil defense. It has been ime, because that is so~ethmg we can 
stated ·here this afternoon, that the face when the pr~gra!ll is better formu
great responsibility for this lies with the lated. I do not thmk it h::i-s advanced far 
. State and local governments. I have enough.so that the co1?1111ttee would have 
the feeling that the State and local be~n 'Y1se to appropriate that money_ at 
governments have far exceeded the Fed- this ~ime. They d~ propose rest_oru?-g 
eral Government in fulfilling their re- certa~n elements which. a:re essential m 
sponsibilities in the matter of civil carrymg ~ut a s?un~ civ~l defense pro
defense. I will grant that th· . gra~. which are m line with recommen-

. is is a dat10ns of the Armed Services Committee 
program, which s~em~ unnecessar~ to when it first drafted the Federal Civil De
s?me !'eople at th~ time. You might fense Act-Public Law 920 Eighty-first 
llken it to a fire ~nsurance policy. It Congress. ' 
~ay be that we will never need it, but The congress committed itself to a 
It i~ too late to take out a fi:r:e insurance civil-defense program in the last days of 
policy after the fire starts. We had the Eighty-first Congress. We made cer-
b~tter look at this matter of civil tain commitments. · · 

The amendments which I will submit 
would restore the matching funds and 
make it possible for the Federal Govern
ment to fulfill its obligation to the var
ious States on a matching basis. Var
ious State legislatures have already ap
propriated $75,000,000 in matching 
funds. Ih this bill, the Federal Govern
ment appropriates only $4,500,000 to 
match the States' $75,000,000. Failure 
of the Congress . to · recognize the need 
for a thorough civil defense program 
has discouraged many States in partici
pation in a national program. My mail 
is .filled with letters from many munici
palities and State governments in criti
cism of Congress' failure to act. 

I hope here this afternoon the Mem
bers ·of this House will recognize the 
danger that threatens our Nation and 
will join with the States in taking pre
cautionary measures to meet emer
gencies that would , be caused by an 
atomic attack. With the present chaotic 
condition in. the world, anyone who does 
not feel the danger of the possibility of 
such an attack, in my opinion, is living 
in a fool's paradise. 

Mr. WIGGLESWORTH. Mr. Chair
man, I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman 
from North Dakota [Mr. BURDICK]. 

Mr. BURDICK. Mr. Chairman, I was 
not shocked by the news items in the 
papers this morning that the Army engi
neers under General Pick had in the past 
given the Appropriation Committee one 
figure on costs and then have these costs 
run far beyond that amount. For exam
ple, the cost of the Garrison Dam, on the 
upper Missouri, was given as $339,000,-
000, but now the engineers give an esti
mate of $860,000,000, and, as a matter of 
fact, the project will cost over a billion. 
Here is why the costs are running up. 
The first report this Congress had on the 
upper Missouri River water conservation 
came into the Congress as House Docu
ment No. 475, which provided for a dam 
across the main stem of the Missouri 
near Garrison, N: Dak. In that report, 
irrigation, power development, :flood con
trol, and navigation was provided for. 
Shortly after this report was received 
from the Army engineers, the engineers 
of the Bureau of Reclamation brought in 
a report known as Senate Document No. 
191. This provided for no dam in the 
main stem, but smaller dams for power 
development, irrigation. These two re
ports presented such contrary views that 
Congress asked these engineers to get to
gether and bring in a united report, fix
ing the duties of each bureau. This was 
done by the submisson of a report known 
as Senate Document No. 247, signed by 
the engineers of both bureaus, and set 
out a division of the work . 

The water pool of the Garrison Dam 
was fixed at 17,000 acre-feet, just as the 
engineers had previously reported; irri
gation was to be constructed by the Bu
reau of Reclamation. No diversion of 
waters to the central part of North Da
kota was provided for as part of the 
duties of the Army engineers. Flood 
control and navigation was to be under 
the direction of the Army engineers. 

Now what happened? Congress passed 
the act creating the authority by fol
lowing explicitly the recommendations 
contained in Senate Document 247. As 
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soon as the law was passed, the Ariny 
engineers, without authority in law, pro
posed a dam at Garrison with a flood 
area of 23,000,000 acre-feet; they planned 
and began a program of irrigation; they 
began construction of the diversion of 
waters of Devils Lake, N. Dak., by the 
purchase of land for that purpos..;. 

In putting in a flood pool of 23,000,000 
acre-feet it required more land; and the 
Army engineers, without authority 1n 
law, went ahead and bou:5ht land to ac
commodate a pool of that size. To ob
tain that pool 90,0CO acres of additional 
land had to be obtained, and this land 
was at or near Williston, N. Dak. In 
that vicinity there are three presently 
operating irrigation projects but this 

·extra land which the Army engineers 
wanted, and for which they had no au
thority to buy, would cover all these going 
irrigation projects and endanger the city 
of Williston, and would destroy 90,000 
acres of the best land in North Dakota. 
If the Army engineers had been content 
with a pool of 17 ,000,000 acr-=-f eet, as 
they originally proposed, and as the law 
authorized, all this damage and expense 
could have been saved. 

The Army engineers thought them
selves that it was a pretty rough deal for 
the people of Williston to destroy their 
irrigation projects and endanger the city, 
so now they. ~mve proposed dikes around 
those projects. Congress has never given 
any authority to build dikes. One irri
gation projeet that cost somewhere close 
to $5,000,000 will be diked and the best 
figures I have been able to get on the cost 
of this diking is $14,000,000. To buy this 
extra 90,000 acres of land will cost a vast 
amount of money. The railroad will 
have to be rerouted and regraded, which 
will cost a lot of money; and to add to 
the futility of this effort, diking on rivers 
carrying great deposits of silt will not 
work for Ieng. Annually the Yellow
stone discharges 40,000 acre-feet of silt 
that is carried past Williston in the cur
rent, but with this enlarged pool the head 
-0f the lake will reach the point where 
the Yellowstone joins the Missouri. Any
one knows that when water thus.charged 
with silt strikes still water that the silt 
will immediately fall to the bottom of 
the river and in a short time, probably 
less than 2 years, those dikes will be full 
and the water will go over. 

There is absolutely no sense of having 
two ditches go to Devils Lake; one from 
Garrison and one from Fort Peck. The 
Army engineers want this extra pool at 
Garrison so that water can be taken out 
of the dam and diverted. L\t Fort Peck 
the water is taken from below the dam 
and the power development is not les
sened. Either one of these ditches will 
cost at least fifty and probably seventy-

. five million, and the people should call 
a halt on this jealosy existing between 
'the Corps of Army Engineers and the 
Bureau of Reclamation. There is no 
other reason under the sun of why Gen
eral Pick wants this extra elevation of 
the impounded waters, except to divert 
this water instead of letting the Bureau 
of Reclamation do what the law author
izes. 

General Pick' has paid no attention to 
the law, and unless· he is stopped in his 

arrogant disregard of the law, this Gar
rison project may exceed $2,000,000,000. 

When General Pick starts to flood 
these irrigation projects he will be met 
by the law. The law provided specifi
cally that this dam shall not interfere 
with any present beneficial uses of the 
waters west of a certain meridian, and 
these irrigation projects are within that 
area. We in the upper Missouri are not 
going to allow these headstrong engi
neers to disregard all law, and I agree 
with the Appropriations Committee that 
this project should be reexamined and 
a report made to Congress before any 

·more money is appropriated for the pur
. pose of -building the Garrison Dam. 
Pick should be summarily stopped in ac
quiring land for this unauthorized pool; 
he should be stopped in his wild scheme 
of dyking our irrigation lands and our 
city, when it is not necessary to carry 
out all the purposes mentioned in the 
law creating the Garrison Dam. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
5 minutes to the gentleman from Ten
nessee [Mr. PRIESTJ. 

Mr. PRIEST. · Mr. Chairman, I rise to 
call the attention of the House to the 
action of the Appropriations Committee 
in denying the National Science Founda
tion funds to carry out its two major 
statutory .functions: Support of basic 
scientific research and training of scien
tific manpower. 

In taking this action, the committee's 
motives, I am confident, were praise
worthy. We all know that today the 
United States faces grave dangers. We 
are living in a time of crisis-an emer
gency of unknown duration. In this 
emergency, we have mobilized our total 
resources with remarkable singleness of 
purpose. We have faced the fa~t that 
certain activities, no matter how worthy, 
must be sacrificed if they contribute lit'
tle or nothing to strengthening the coun
try in this critical period. 

Moreover, I am fully aware of the ap
palling task of the committee in trying 
to locate and to root out the nonessential 
activities. I am in sympathy with its 
valiant effort to press the fat out of the 
national budget and to postpone for later 
consideration all activities not immedi
ately vital. · 

It was, I am certain, in this spirit of 
urgency that the committee reported as 
it did on the National Science Founda
tion budget. With some reluctance the 
committee denied funds for these pro
grams on the grounds that their early 
aid in the present emergency ·is not very 
tangible. 

But, accepting all of this, survival of 
America as we know and love it may , 
well depend in an emergency of uncer
tain duration upon our ability to main
tainscientific and technical supremacy-

·. our capacity to produce more and better 
weapons of war, mofe and better food
stuffs, more and better fuels-not just 
this year and next year, but over the next 
5 or 10 years. And it is here that the 
committee's recommendation in my 
opinion is a mistake. · 

The free world's competition with the 
forces of totalitarianism is not a 50-yard 
dash-it is a marathon. The jet fighter 
tliat rules the skies over Korea today 

is tomorrow's obsolete curiosity. The 
weapons that yield the balance of power 
this year are next year's museum pieces. 
The Nation which forgets preparation 
for tomorrow's scientific competition in 
concern over today's problems may well 
go down to defeat in the long-range 
struggle. 

This is why the committee's decision 
to reduce the Science Foundation's 
budget 98 percent could be in my opinion 
a tragic mistake. The.'foundation'f~ pro
gram of today is, truly, the foundation 
of tomorrow's scientific and technical 
supremacy, not only for our Armed 

·Forces, but for the health and welfare 
of our people and of those elsewhere in 

· the world we seek to win to .our way of 
life. Thus, in limiting the full applica
tion of our technical resources to the 
sOlution of our fundamental technical 
problems, in reducing the number of 
scientists in training to solve these prob
lems, the action of the committee is open 
to reexamination. Dare we risk handi
capping ourselves in the race for tech
nical supremacy? I say we dare not. 

The first major program of the Na
tional Science Foundation is the ·train
ing of scientific manpower. The direc- / 
tive to train scientific manpower was put 
into the National Science Foundaition 
Act deliberately and for a specific reason. 
The supporters of this legislation, .and .I 
am proud to identify myself among 
them-held the conviction that the in
telligence of our people is a great na
tional resource-a · resource that tran
scends in importance all other resources. 

To be effective, however, and this is 
particularly true when the outcome de
pends to so great an extent upon tech
nical achievement-to be effective, that 
native intelligence must be trained. In 
the past, many of our brightest young 
people, because of economics or geog
raphy have been unable to get training 
for which they were capable. 

Today, in time of national peril, we 
can no longer afford to waste this pre
cious national resource. We must put 
our best brains to worl~. and to do so they 
must have the type of training envi
sioned by the fellowship program · of the 
National Science Foundation. 

And training of scientists and engi
neers is cheap. Dollar for dollar no 
other activity can do so much for the 
national emergency. For fiscal 1952 the 
foundation asks $5,000,000 to train 2,100 
scientists and engineers. How much will 
$5,000,000 buy in the way of aircraft car
riers, jet bombers, and atomic bombs? 
And yet carriers and bombers and bombs 
are designed and built by scientists and 
er:gineers. The United States is des
perately short of scientists and engi
neers. The want ad columns of our 
newspapers daily refleCt the crying need 
for trained men in defense industry. 

· The Engineers ·Joint Council, represent
ing almost all engineers in the United 
States, recently reported that the num
ber of engineering graduates over the 
next 3 years will seriously fall off f ram 
50,000 in 1950 to 17,000 in 1954. Mean
while, the demand is rising. The same 
thing occurs in the case of trained 
scientists. 

In the face of this obvious need, dare 
we reduce the supply of trained men at 
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the source? I say that we dare not. I 
say that to reduce essential support for 
scientific training at this time is reck
less. The risk is too great. 

The second major program of the Na
tional Science Foundation is the sup
port of basic research. The budget re
quest for support of basic research was 
slightly over $8,000,000. ·The committee 
recommended that these funds be wiped 
out. 

The course of scientific and technical 
development commonly passes through 
four stages-basic research, applied re
search, engineering development, and 
production or utilization. Basic re
search, to be sure, is first in this chain 

. and the committee has eliminated sup·
port for basic research in the belief that 
we will be unable to develop new prin
ciples and unveil new knowledge in tiine 
to prove of value during the present 
crisis. Nothing can be further from the 
truth. 

Over the years, and particularly dur
ing and since the Second World War, the 
time between an original discovery and 
its application to practical purposes has 
grown shorter and shorter. Today, as 
we discuss this question in parliamen
tary debate, in many technical areas it 
has completely disappeared. Technical 
progress in many defense areas is at a 
standstill for lack of basic knowledge. 

Today the shortage of basic research
the lack of basic scientific knowledge
has become a sigr..iftcant bottleneck in 
the way of technical advance. Do we 
dare overlook any course of action that 
will break down this barrier? I say that 
we dare not. I say that to fail to sup
port basic research at this time is reck
less. The risk is too great. 

But let us get down to cases. Weapons 
of war, military transportation, and in
dustrial production for defense demand 
power. Development of modern power 
plants-jet engines, gas turbines, atomic 
reactors, to say nothing of more conven
tional steam plants-run into high-tem
perature problems-temperatures of 
1,500 degrees or more. Our basic knowl
edge of how materials-solids, liquids, 
and gases-behave under these extreme 
conditions is completely inadequate. 
The whole development of better, mor.e 
efficient power plants, depends upon new 
knowledge. Basic research is critical in 
the field of high-temperature physics 
and chemistry. This research cannot 
be postponed. 
T~day the upper atmosphere-30, 50, 

70 miles UP-has become of enormous 
significance in our technical develop
ment. Changes in weather originate in 
the upper atmosphere. This is the re
gion through which guided missiles and ' 
supersonic aircraft will travel. Here the 
mysterious cosmic radiation first meets 
the earth and research into these in
tensely energetic radiations, which can
not be duplicated by man-made ma
chines, is unlocking many puzzling prob
lems facing the atomic scientist. 

The density of air in the upper atmos
phere is very low and there exist electri
cal phenomena that interfere with and 
reflect radio communications. Basic re
search into the upper atmosphere, there-· 
fore, is of interest to the weather man, 

the communications expert, the nuclear 
physicist, the aircraft designer, the farm
er and the military tactician. Consider 
for example, what will happen if the 
strange electrical effects in the atmos
phere interfere with the control mecha
nism for guided missiles? What will be 
the problem in keeping in touch with 
high-flying aircraft? Basic research on 
the upper atmosphere must be done now. 
We need the answers now. It cannot be 
postponed. 

These cases may be multiplied indefi
nitely, but my time is running out. Be
fore it goes, however, I must explore one 
more factor in basic research. Basic re
search is done at the universities and col
leges, also the centers for training young 
scientists and engineers. The shortage of 
scientific manpower means that we must 
keep the senior men on the job for train
ing new scientists. Yet these are pre
cisely the men we. must turn to for basic 
research. The double-barreled program 
of the National Science Foundation pro
gram solves this paradox. It keeps the 
teachers at the universities where they 
can do both-train the younger scientists 
and carry on research. 

In these few minutes I have tried to 
hold your attention on the crucial rela
tioru;hip between the National Science 
Foundation's program and the national 
defense during this protracted emer
gency_ in which we live. I have done this 
because the action of the Appropriations 
Committee is explicit in its mistaken con
cept of this relationship. 

I would not leave you with the impres
sion, however, that the only significance 
of the few dollars sought for the National 
Science Foundation program is in prep
aration for warfare. It is not. The 
Science Foundation Act is the legislative 
expression of" the truth that to live well 
and safely tomorrow. we must prepare 
today. 

Mr. HAYS of Arkansas. Mr. Chair
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PRIEST. I yield to the gentleman 
from Arkansas. 

Mr. HAYS of Arkansas. I wish to 
commend the gentleman from Tennes
see for bringing these matters to our at
tention. I assume· that he is making this 
statement for the benefit of the House in 
expressing the hope that the committee 
action does not represent an abandon
ment of the program that was inaugu
rated under legislation which the gentle
man from Tennessee sponsored. 

Mr. PRIEST. The gentleman from 
Arkansas is correct in that assumption. 
I feel very strongly that we must not 
abandon this program; that we must not 
let it lag far behind, f>ecause I think a 
great deal depends upon a successful 
carrying out of the program envisioned 
by this Foundation. 

Mr. HAYS of Arkansas. I join in sup
porting the gentleman. I, too, feel 
strongly about it, at the same time, Mr. 
Chairman, sharing his feeling of sym
pathy for the committee. I do not wish 
to appear critical of the committee, 
which always does its best with these 
difficult tasks. 

Mr. WIGGLESWORTH. Mr. Chair
man, I yield 10 minutes to the gentle
man from Michigan [Mr. DONDERO]. 

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Chairman, the 
bill before the House this afternoon 
containing section 1313 is undoubtedly 
an attack on one of the most ancient, 
if not one of t.he best, agencies in the 
Federal Government, and for that rea
son, I am opposed to it. 

Furthermore, I think it is somewhat 
of a reflection upon the Committee on 
Publir Work'3. That committee has 
complete jurisdiction of rivers and 
harbors and flood-control work in the 
United States. The Army engineers 
have been criticized, and the crux or the 
heart of that criticism is that their esti
mate. at the time the project was inau
gurated, is far out of line with the cost. 
That may be true under present-day 
conditions. The Army engineers orig
inated in the administration of George 
Washington. They are as old as the 
Government itself. And, from that day 
to this, they have a most efficient and 
honorable record of achievement, which 
can be compared with the achievement 
of any engineers anywhere in this world. 

I have been here long enough to re
member that when the first appropria
tion bill was presented to this House for 
the Pentagon Building it was around 
$30,000,000. When we got through 
building it, it cost $86,000,000. So when 
the Army engineers are criticized for the 
e3timates they make, we might well look 
in other directions and other fields of 
the Federal Government and find there, 
too, that the estimate was nowhere near 
the actual cost of the project. The 
Pentagon Building stands there as a 
shining example of what I am trying to 
say. 

Information on this bill was made 
public last Friday. The chairman of 
our committee very properly called the 
Committee on Public Works together 
this morning for the purpose of con
sidering this very section. Our commit
tee took action. We took action, first, 
that a subcommittee be appointed by 
the chairman to study this very question 
of estimates of cost and the cost of con:
struction and, secondly, we instructed 
our chairman to off er a motion to strike 
from this bill section 1313, believing as 
we do that it confiicts with the jurisdic
tion of our committee. 

I have no quarrel with the Commit
tee on Appropriations as to the object 
and the purpose it seeks. You seek to 
find out how much these projects will 
cost before you appropriate money. 
However, after construction has begun, 
it seems to me it is too late then to :find 
out whether or not a planning estimate 
is going to be greater than the estimate 
furnished the committee when the proj
ect first received its appropriation. 

This morning our committee was 
given information that two members of 
tl.1.e Committee on Public Works sought 
to sit with the Commmittee on Appro:.. 
priations on this very subject. The re
quest was not accepted. I was not one 
of those members. 

Something has been said here today 
about the rejection of projects that come 
before the Army engineers and whether 
or not they are thorough, whether or 
not they are honest, whether or not they 
are dependable. We have known for a 
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long time that out of the hundreds and 
perhaps thousands of projects proposed 
throughout the United States and our 
territorial subdivisions, 60 percent of 
them, as has already been testified to, 
are rejected by .the Army engineers as 
unsound because the cost wo:uld far ex
ceed the benefit. Perhaps under pres
ent-day conditions and the rapid rise in 
the price of everything it may be that 
some of the projects which were sound 
at the time they were estimated are not 
now sound, because tpe price has gone 
far beyond anything . contemplate~. _ 

I was talking with a Member on the 
majority side today an4 he told me that 
he obtained an estimate to repair .a st9re, 
and when he got through the repairs 
cost more than the store .cost him in the 
first instance. I have . an instance in 
my own town where a house needed re
pairs, and an estimate was made of the 
cost of repairs, and when the own~r got 
through the cost was more than the cost 
of the house. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, will.the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DONDERO. I yield to my able 
friend from Michigan, chairman of a 
subcommittee of the Committee on Ap-
propriations. . 

Mr. RABAUT. Was the gentleman re
ferring to the Pentagon Building? 

Mr. DONDERO. I certainly was. 
Mr. RABAUT. The Pentagon Build

ing was built under tJ;ie supervision and 
direction of the Army engineers. _ 
- Mr. DONDERO. . However, that is 
neither a rivers and harbors nor a floo~
control project. 

Mr. RABAUT. No, but we were talk
ing about relative costs. 

Mr. DONDERO. I am talking a~out 
relative costs. It was built under the 
direction of the Army engineers but only 
because it was a War Department proj
ect. But there is the cost of . building 
right in the city of Washington, which is 
a shining example that estimates and · 
costs do not go together. 

Mr. RABAUT. I think it is a very 
similar situation to the thing we are 
discussing now. I was on the committee 
when they came to the committee and 
told us it was going to cost around $35,-
000,000. Before they got through, I do 
not know where it went. 

We are not complaining about price 
changes or authorized project exten
sions. That is a legitimate reason.· We 
gave an allowance in one case of 71 per
cent over the engineers' own figures. 
.The engineers' own figures show 21.8 per-
cent on authorized project extensions, 
but there are 30 percent of other costs 
that amount to over $800,000,000. 

Mr. DONDERO. That may be true, 
but your own report shows that the 
over-all increase over the estimate was 
about 124 percent. 

Mr. RABAUT. We are not com
plaining about the 124 percent, but we 
are complaining about 30 percent of that 
124 percent which is directly assignable 
to the lack of proper planning, or what
ever you want to call it, on the part of 
the engineers. We admit the increase in 
cost. We admit that costs are rising. 
We admit the expansion of projects but 
we cannot admit, for instance, these 
changed local needs or situations; struc-

tural and- engineering modificatio'ns: 
unforeseen conditions, and inadequacy 
of plans, the four of which add up to. 
30 percent in this particular field that 
we have been talking about to a sum of 
$800,000,000. 

Mr. DONDERO. However, I think the 
gentleman will admit that in nearly 

·everything of a construction nature to
day you do have unforeseen conditions 
arising and unforeseen costs that were 
not estimated in the first instance. The 
Corps of Engineers for 160 ·y~ars have 
served this .Government in as competent 
and creditable way, I. believe, as any 
agency of the Federal Government. 

Mr. RABAUT. We would not tolerate 
it for 5 minutes if some outside contrac
tor came in here with a set of figures 
like this. I believe the House would blow 
up this ceiling if they came here with a 
$700,000,000 or $800,000,000 amount over 
and above what had been expected, after 
we had allowed them ali the increase on 
account of costs. That amounts to 30 
perc~nt over and above what had be~n 
expected. That is the point that the 
committee is making. 

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Chairman, I 
would like to discuss subsection B of sec

. tion 1313. I cannot understand, and I 
do not think our committee can under
stand, why . you go back to 1925. Cer- · 
tainly, no one will argue that estimates 
made 26 years ago will be applicable to 
costs today, and certainly there is an
other reason why the Army engineers 
should not spend money on planning re
ports and projects which were adopted 
in 1926. They have been laid on the 
shelf; and no thought ever entering into 
the picture that these projects would be 
constructed at this time. 

Mr. JONES of Alabama. Mr . . Chair
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DONDERO. I yield. 
Mr. JONES of Alabama. The Corps 

of Engineers were not assigned the duty 
of reconstructing the White House, and 
yet those estimates have exceeded the 
ratio of increases that have been re
flected by the figures reported here on 
projects designed by the Corps of Engi
neers. In every field of public building 
we have had the same problems .arise 
with reference to increased costs, and in 
every case we have had the same ques
tion of supplying.some rule of speculation 
as to iww much they are going to cost in 
the future when the construction period 
is extended over a period of time. 

Mr. DONDERO. There is no question 
about that. 

Mr. JONES of Alabama. Is there any 
language in this section whicp will cor
rect this situation that the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. RABAUT] describes? 

Mr. DONDERO. lf I read section 1313 
correctly, it will not save a dollar to the 
American taxpayers, it is going to cost 
many more dollars. 

Mr. JONES of Alabama. Absolutely. 
Mr. CURTIS of Nebraska. Mr. Chair· 

man, will the gentleman yield. 
Mr.· DONDERO. I yield. 
Mr. CURTIS of Nebraska. Will these 

tests that are laid down in section 1313 
be applied to public-works projects in 
Europe and Africa, paid for by Ameri· 
can taxpayers? 

Mr. DONDERO. Of course, that is a 
question I cannot answer. 

Mr. NICHOLSON. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DONDERO. I yield. 
Mr. NICHOLSON. Is it not true that 

the Committee on Public Works have 
authorized projects now on the shelf to 
take care of this country which they 
have gotten into a depression, which 
projects amount to two or three billion · 
dollars or more? . 

Mr. DONDERO. I do not think it is 
more than that, but they have projects 
on the shelf to last 2 or 3 years. As 
the gentleman knows, a bill of this kind, 
a rivers and harbors bill from · the Com
mittee on Rivers_ and Harbor_s only comes 
in once every 2 or 3 years. 
. . Mr. NICHOLSON. Will the gentle
man yield further? 

Mr. DONDERO. I yield. 
Mr. NICHOLSON. Under this .bill we 

are instructing the Army engineers to 
reexamine all projects that you have on 
the shelf, that have already been exam-

. ined except as to price, so that it will 
cost us hundreds of thousands of dollars 
to do something that has already been 
done . 

Mr. DONDERO. I think so. I would 
say to the House this is not a new sub
ject. I discussed this matter and other 
members of the committee discussed it 
3 or 4 years ago with General Wheeler, 
then Chief of Army Engineers, when 
complaint .was made that the cost was 

· far in excess of the estimate, and an ex
planation was made and justified, so 
that we do not have anything new 
before us. And if I thought this would 
save any money, I would not be here 
today opposing it. However, I do think 
it reflects on the Committee on Public 
Works. If any findings or estimates are 
made, they should come before our com
mittee. 

Mr. McGRATH. Mr. Chaii-man, will 
the gentleman yield? 
· Mr. DONDERO. I yield to the gentle· 
man from New York. 

Mr. McGRATH. ' Referring to section 
1313 (b), the gentleman asks why we go 
back to February 3, 1925. Under House 
Document 467 in the Sixty-ninth Con
gress, first session, that was the last time 
in which all of these projects were re
evaluated. Therefore, we are taking up 
from that date and evaluate them up 
.to the present time. 

Mr. DONDERO. If there are hun
dreds of projects lying on the shelf since 
that date, with no intention to con
struct, it seems to me a waste of money 
to go back and ask for a new finding on 
all of them. 

Mr. BURDICK. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DONDERO. ·I yield to the gentle
man from North Dakota. 

Mr. BURDICK. Did the gentleman 
hear my statement here about the facts? 

Mr. DONDERO. I did, and I hap
pened to sit on the committee when 
you appeared as a witness. 

Mr. BURDICK. Did the gentleman 
believe what I said? 

Mr. DONDERO. I have no reason fo 
ever disbelieve my warm and able friend, 
for whom I have . the highest regard. 
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Mr. BURDICK. That is a perfect 

Congressman's answer. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 

gentleman from Michigan has expired. 
Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask 

that the Clerk read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Stationery (revolving fund): For an addi

tional amount for stationery, first session, 
Eighty-second Congress, including an addi
tional stationery allowance of $300 for each 
Representative, Delegate, and the Resident 
Commissioner of Puerto Rico, $132,400, to 
remain available until expended. 

Mr. JOHNSON. . Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to raise a ques
tion with the committee regarding where 
this section 1313 will lead us. I would 
like to have the attention of the gentle~ 
man on the Civil Functions Committee 
and also of the gentleman on the Interior 
Department Appropriations Committee. 

This is a matter that can only arise 
in the arid States of the West where we 
use water for irrigation. I can illustrate 
1t by telling you about one project. 

There is a stream in California known 
as Putah Creek. Many years ago the 
Army engineers began to make a study 
of this stream with the idea of building 
a fiood-control dam. That stream fiows 
out of the coast ranges and goes down 
into the Sacramento Valley and :finally 
:flows into the Sacramento River. The 
area adjacent to the stream was :flooded 
badly on numerous occasions. For sev
eral years, in fact for probably as many 
as 6 or 8 years, the Army engineers 
made a very thorough study of the 
:flow of that stream and recommended 
a :flood-control dam that would insure 
the adjacent lands against devastating 
:floods. At the same time, or at least 
immediately thereafter, the Bureau of 
Reclamation began to make a study of 
the stream. I have appeared every year 
before Mr: KIRWAN and his committee, 
and I also appeared before the Civil 
Functions Committee. I always re
ceived very careful and generous treat
ment. The Bureau of Reclamation went 
over the same identical ground as did 
the engineers, in making the study, 
duplicating it right down the line, ex
cept that they recommended a higher 
dam in order that some of the water 
might be stored and used for reclama
tion. They also studied the fiood con
trol features. 

What I want to know is, How are you 
going to stop the duplication of these 
studies of the California streams by both 
these agencies? You can go to the li
brary and find books and reports on 
practically every stream there; first one 
group makes a study. The other group 
could utilize that study but it does not; 
it makes an initial study itself and adds 
something more to it. Just tell me how 
under section 1313 we can prevent dupli
cations of those studies from being 
made? -

Mr. CURTIS of Nebraska. Call for 
additional reports. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I should like to have 
someone on the committee tell me how 
we can stop that duplication and spend
ing of millions of dollars on studies going 
over almost the identical thing. I wish 

one of the Members would tell me how 
we can stop that duplication through· 

- section 1313; I do not see how it will 
help it. 

'Mr. FALLON. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON. I yield. 
Mr. FALLON. I think the only way 

you might eliminate that duplication is 
to adopt the amendment suggested by 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
FORD]. We could get the same report 
from the Bureau of Reclamation that 
you had from the Army engineers. 

Mr. JOHNSON. That is just what I 
am trying to find out; how can you stop 
the Bureau of Reclamation from dupli
cating the work of the Corps of Engi
neers? 

Mr. FALLON. They might study it 
the first time but their face would be 
red the second. 

Mr. JOHNSON. They made studies 
on the American River, they made 
studies on Putah Creek, they made 
studies on the Calaveras River and al
most every other stream in the State. 
I wish the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
KIRWAN] would tell us how we could stop 
that duplication. 

Mr. KIRWAN. I do not know how 
you can stop the duplication, when under 
the law the Secretary of the Interior 
is charged with the disposition of power. 
It can be done only by the Congress. 

Mr. JOHNSON. In the case of Putah 
Creek there is no power. But I will talk 
to you about that on the American River. 
The Army engineers made a great study, 
including power possibilities, yet at the 
same time the Reclamation Bureau made 
a big study of American River, includ
ing the question of electric power de
velopment. Finally, our governor had 
to get them in his office and knock their 
heads together. After that conference 
the Army engineers were permitted to go 
ahead and build the dam, which they are 
doing now. We passed a special act 
transferring jurisdiction over to the Bu
reau of Reclamation, when the dam was 
completed. 

Mr. KIRWAN. This is up to the Con
gress; it can be done by special acts. 

Mr. JOHNSON. The gentleman must 
understand that I am talking of two 
groups, duplicating their studies on the 
same project, wasting thousands of dol
lars on these investigations. How can we 
correct that? 

Mr. KIRWAN. I am not offering cor
rection or any suggestions along that 
line; that is up to the Congress. I have 
to do only with the Appropriations Com
mittee. 

Mr. CURTIS of Nebraska. Mr. Chair
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON. I yield. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 

gentleman from California has expired. 
Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask 

unanimous consent to proceed for two 
additional minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
California? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. CURTIS of Nebraska. Both the 

Army engineers and the Bureau of Recla
mation must get their authority to sur-

vey from the Congress, and somewhere 
along the line a resolution has been 
passed or an act passed authorizing the 
surveys. 

Mr. JOHNSON. The Army engineers 
get specific resolutions, but I do not 
know of any resolution authorizing the 
Department of the Interior to go out and 
do that kind of job. They just assume 
general jurisdiction under the reclama
tion law, go in and study all these 
streams covering substantially the same 
ground covered by the United States 
engineers. Perhaps we ought to do 
something; maybe we ought to have 
some substantive law, eliminating this 
duplication, because it is silly and very 
costly to have this continual duplica
tion in studying these streams; and they 
all come out with about the same answer 
as to the utilization of the streams. 

The Clerk :read as follows: 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For an additional amount for "Salaries and 
expenses," $4,000,000; and appropriations 
granted under this head shall be available 
for the purchase of 85 additional passenger 
motor vehicles. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. JENSEN: Page 4, 

strike out lines 16 through 20, inclusive. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, my 
amendment seeks to strike out an 
amount of $4,000,000 in this bill for 
the Immigration and Naturalization 
Service. In the regular appropriation 
bill, which has not yet been signed by 
the President of the United States, the 
Congress has agreed to an amount of 
$37 ,000,000 plus for the Immigration 
and Naturalization Service. Now, be
fore the ink is dry on that bill, in comes 
a supplementary request for $4,000,000. 
I understand this is to implement a bill 
which this House recently passed for the 
bringing in of labor from Mexico. But 
while that bill was being considered on 
the fioor of this House, many Members 
stood up here and said: "Now, this is 
going to cost the taxpayers of America 
almost nothing." But, in my book, 
$4,000,000 is not just exactly nothing by 
a long shot. So I off er this amendment 
to strike out the full amount in the bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I am sorry that many 
agencies of the Government have seen 
fit to come here with requests for funds 
that should not be taken up at this time. 
While we have only 268 Members pres
ent today, we have before this House 
a bill calling for the expenditure of the 
American taxpayers' money in an 
amount of $1,677,000,000 plus. Certainly 
we are not doing justice to the Members 
of the House who are not here, and more 
especially to the taxpayers of America. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JENSEN. I yield to the gentle
man from California. 

Mr. ·PHILLIPS. I rise to commend 
the gentleman for offering the amend
ment. I think this is the type of amend
ment that illustrates what I was speak .. 
ing about when I had the fioor recently. 
Here is an agency of Government which 
has a very necessary job to do. It is 
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given $37,000,000 to do that job. Now, 
before the first regular appropriation 
bill gets down to the President's desk, 
along comes a supplementary request for 
$4,000,000 without our knowing in this 
Congress whether it should be two, three 
or five million dollars. It is possible 
that more money is necessary, but there 
is no way to determine that now and 
certainly this item should come out. It 
should go over until a later, supplemen
tal, if necessary, then should be heard 
by the subcommittee which has to do 
with that department's appropriation. 
I do.not think there is any justification 
for that many .additional cars. I com
mend the gentleman and shall support 
his amendment, and I hope it will be 
voted on favorably. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, I call 
particular attention to the language of 
the bill appearing on page 4 reading as 
follows: · 

For an additional amount for "Salaries 
and expenses," $4,000,000; and appropriations 
granted under this head shall be available 
for the purchase of 85 additional passenger 
motor vehicles. 

When you buy passenger vehicles 
somebody is going to be paid to drive 
them. Either regular chauffeurs or some 
other, employees. 

Mr. Chairman, I hope my amendment 
will be agreed to unanimously. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in opposition to the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I have listened very 
attentively to the remarks made by the 
gentleman from California [Mr. PHIL
LIPS] and to the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. JENSEN] in regard to the amend
ment which has been offered by him. 
This is a very serious problem, much 
more serious than many Members of the 
House realize. It has to do with the so
called wetback problem. I would like to 
say to the gentleman from California 
that the subcommittee of which I am 
a member went into this matter most 
carefully. We had quite a discussion 
about it. We made considerable inquiry 
about it. · I was one of the Members of 
the House who opposed the Poage bill. 
However, after the discussion we had 
with the Bureau of Immigration and 
Naturalization, I saw some merit-in 
fact, I saw a great deal of merit-to the 
Poage bill if we propl:!rly put into effect 
those things that will make · this bill 
work to the benefit of the people of 
this country. 

We have a very bad situation in the 
southwestern part of this country in con
nection with wetback labor. The people 
came across from Mexico and the Immi
gration Service picks them up. In many 
instances we fly them by plane to cen
tral Mexico. Many of these wetback . 
people are undesirable people in this 
country. Many of them have commu
nistic tendencies; a number of them 
have health problems, and tbey are peo
ple that we do not want in this country. 
The Poage bill put into operation a 
program whereby we could work with 
the Government of Mexico in order to 
bring workers into this country in co
operation with the Government of Mex
ico, people who would be desirable work
ers, and it gave the people in the south
western part of this country who employ 

labor the opportunity to employ the 
best type of labor, labor which was 
cleared through the Mexican Govern
ment. Proper working of the bill pro
vides for a stable type of employment." 

Here is the seriousness, as I see it, 
of the wetback problem. The wetback 
problem is this: That these people come 
in from Mexico; some do not go back 
into Mexico. Many of those that are un
desirable shift further north into our 
cities, into other agricultural areas 
where they cluster and where they 
spread their insidibus propaganda, where 
health and relief costs are a burden on 
local governments. It means a real 
problem. Under this bill the Immigra
tion and Naturalization Service came 
and asked us for an appropriation of 
$6,500,000, saying that with these funds 
they felt it was an opportune time to put 
into effect law enforcement, and they 
felt they could control this situation 
with $6,500,000. Your committee cut the 
request that was made to $4,000,000, feel
ing that with the lateness of the season 
this $4,000,000 would be ample to take 
care of the situation. 

Mr. D'EWART. Mr. Chairman, will 
· the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MARSHALL. I yield· to the gen
tleman from Montana. 

Mr. D'EWART. The bill requests the 
purchase of 85 cars. 

Mr. MARSHALL. We have worked 
this out in accordance with the regular 
schedule, and as far as the figure is con
cerned, this figure is adjusted to the ad
justment which we made on the $6,500,-
000 to the $4,000,000. 

Mr. JANSEN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MARSHALL. I yield to the gen
tleman from Iowa. 

Mr. JENSEN. Of course, all this $4,-
000,000 will not be spent for the 85 auto
mobiles. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Oh, no; absolutely 
not. 

Mr. JENSEN. I understand, however, 
that airplanes are hired to haul these so
called wetbacks back into Mexico; in de
porting them from the United States to 
Mexico. Then I understand they come 
back and swim the river, and then it is 
necessary to load them up in airplanes 
again and take them back, which costs 
a lot of money. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Certainly this costs 
a lot of money. · 

Mr. JENSEN. Unnecessarily. 
Mr. MARSHALL. As far as the air

plane situation is concerned, this has 
been brought about by the fact that these 
people come from the various parts of 
Mexico up into this country, and the 
Mexican Government does not want 
them to come up here. They are also 
the most undesirable employees we get. 
That is the real basis, I think, for the 
passing of the Poage bill to bring in the 
most desirable type of labor, that have 
been carefully screened. 

The thing we are attempting to do is 
to put a stop to this sort of traffic. If 
we take the man to the line and send him 
back across the line, before our immigra
tion people can turn their backs he is 
over into this country again. 

The only possible way you can get that. 
man discouraged and that group dis-

couraged from that particular section is 
to make it very difficult for them to come 
back in here. Therefore, there is the de
sirability of sending those people down 
in there. 

May I say to the gentleman from Iowa 
that I was one of those who opposed the 
Poage bill. I have since studied the· bill, 
particularly from the viewpoint of ap
propriations. I can see real merit to the 
Poage bill if we can properly enforce the 
immigration laws at this time to bring 
people in iri a legitimate way. I am 

·sure the gentleman from Iowa desires 
that that be done. 

The problem of Mexican labor is not a 
new problem. Mexican labor has been 
coming into this country for many, many 
many years, but lately undesirable ele
ments have been coming in to a much 
greater extent than they did before. We 
did not have and we have not had proper 
laws upon our statute books. 

Mr. JENSEN. Does the gentleman 
think the Poage bill would have passed 
just a few days ago if the gentleman 
fror..1 Texas [Mr. POAGE] or anyone else 
had stood on the floor of this House and 
explained to the Men ... bers of Lhe House 
that the bill would have cost the taxpay
ers of America $4,000,000? Of course 
it would not. 

Mr. MARSHALL . . The gentleman is 
misunderstanding what I am trying to 
say to him. What I am trying to say to 
him is that the Poage bill put upon the 
statute books of this country a law which 
would provide for taking care of this 
problem. 

Mr. JENSEN. They said it would cost 
very little, if anything 

Mr. MARSHALL. Now we are under
taking to put in effect some legislation 
in an appropriation bill ·that will take 
care of the wetback proposition, and 
that will mean that people will begin to 
work with the legislation put into effect 
by the Poage bill. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike ;.1Ut the last word, and 
rise in support of the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, this is not a discussion 
of the wetback problem. This is a dis
cussion of money, and money only. The 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. MAR- · 
SHALL] might be surprised if he knew 
how much I would agree with many of 
the things he said. I wish he would 
come down into that part of my district 
which is involved in this and let me 
spend a few days down on the border 
with him. He would change one or two 
of the impressions he has. For example, 
there was the statf'ment he made thr..t 
today the best agricultural workers 
come from the central part of Mexico, 
and that those workers are better than 
those workers w~arer the border. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I 'yield to my friend, 
the gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I said the most un
desirable labor was the labor which 
came from the central and southern 
part of Mexico. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I misunderstood the 
gentleman. 

Mr. MARSHALL. The most desirable 
labor is the labor which ~.s close at hand, 
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and that labor is the labor we are at
tempting to encourage through the 
enactment of the Poage bill, as I under
stand it. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I apologize to the gen
tleman for misunderstanding him. Let 
us get over to the question of money. 
The· best labor comes from the agricul
tural part of Mexico, as the gentleman 
from Minnesota said. We do have some 
difficulty when we have to get labor from 
farther south. This is not a "wetback" 
bill. As a matter of fact, I do not think 
this particular item, for which the gen
tleman from Iowa has offered an amend
ment, is directly connected with the 
Poage bill. That is the next item in H. R. 
5215. I do not think any amendment is 
going to be offered to that. Let me say: 
for the benefit of the gentleman from 
Minnesota, this matter of :flying them 
down into the southern part of Mexico, 
instead of just taking them across the 
line, has a very practical purpose. Tliat 
is so that the Immigration Service offi
cials can get back before the Mexican 
himself gets back into the United States. 

Let me tell you about the money. The 
regular appropriation for this agency is 
still over in the other body. It has not 
even been acted upon in the other body. 
Why are we today considering $4,000,000 
additional for "the regular work of the 
agency? Why do we not. put it in the 
regular bill in the other body? I say 
positively, in my own mind this is out of 
order..:.....to consider in a supplemental 
bill today, an appropriation for an agen
cy whose regular appropriation has not 
yet passed the other body. I think, as I 
said in my preliminary remarks, that a 
great many of these items are premature, 
and I certainly think this item is pre
mature, that it should be taken out of 
this bill and put in the regular bill, or 
let it come through in some fallowing · 
supplemental appropriation bill. We do 
not know how much of the regular money 
the agency will have to use. We do not 
know how much it does need, and we do 
not have any idea how much ought to be 
put in the bill now. 

Mr. HORAN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I yield. 
Mr. HORAN. On page 8, of course, is 

money that we are appropriating in this 
bill for the implementation of the Poage 
bill. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. That is correct. 
Mr. HORAN. The $1,500,000 on page 

8 is farm-labor implementation money. 
Mr. PHILLIPS. That is correct. 
Mr. HORAN. It is presumed that we 

will get the help of the Immigration and 
Naturalization Service to assist us in 
bringing these people across the border, 
and for that we have already passed 
judgment on $37,000,000 for that pur
pose in the regular supply bill for the 
Justice Department. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. That is correct. 
Mr. HORAN. So this $4,000,000 is 

nothing more than an addition to the 
regular appropriation for the Immigra
tion and Naturalization Service. To say 
that this money we are considering here 
is for the purpose of assisting in the 
bringing in of laborers under the Poage 
bill in this way would be very mislead-

ing because we would go into Mexico, 
and in cooperation with the Mexican 
Government, we will recruit these folks-
and they are good people-we will bring 
them up under strict discipline and con
trol. They should be very easy to proc
ess by the existing service. Why they 
should ask for so much money to handle 
such a simple immigration problem as 
that certainly denies the facts in the 
case, in my opinion. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I agree with the gen
tleman from Washington, and I thank 
him for his observations. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from California has expired. 

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that all debate on 
the pending amendment and all amend
ments thereto be closed in 5 minutes 
with the last 5 minutes to be reserved 
to the committee. 

The CHAffiMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
New York? 

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, re
serving the ·right to object, does the 
gentleman mean to close debate on any 
amendment to this particular section 
or paragraph? 

Mr. ROONEY. No; my request refers 
to the ai:nendment offered by the gen
tleman from Iowa [Mr. JENSEN] with 
regard to the item on salaries and ex
penses, Immigration and Naturalization 
Services, at page 4 of the bill. 

Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Chairman, re
serving the right to object, may I sug
gest to the gentleman that if he make 
his request for 10 minutes, I believe there 
will be no objection. 

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I so 
amend my request. I ask unanimous 
consent that all debate on the pending 
amendment and all amendments thereto 
be closed in 10 minutes with the last 
5 minutes to be reserved for the com
mittee. 

The CHAffiMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
New York? · 

There was no objection. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, I 

move to strike out the last word. 
I would like to ask the gentleman from 

California [Mr. PHILLIPS], as I under
stand, the $1,500,000 on page 8, ··line 10, 
applies strictly to the administration of 
the Poage bill. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. That is a revolving 
fund, which is reimbursable by the 
farmers. · 

Mr. CRAWFORD. And it has nothing 
whatever to do with · the policing of the 
border? 

Mr. PHILLIPS. That is correct. 
Mr. CRAWFoRD. In connection with 

wetbacks or otherwise? 
Mr. PHILLIPS. That is correct. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. Now I would like 

to ask the gentleman from California 
or the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
MARSHALL] if any part of the $4,000,000 
covered by the Jensen amendment, page 
4, lines 16 to 20, is to be used for the 
purpose of patrolling the border or han
dling the so-called wetbacks. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. It would be for 
patrolling all borders anywhere, in ad
dition to the present funds already al
lotte4 ~em. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I yield to the gen
tleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. MARSHALL. The Immigration 
Service, when they appeared before us 
in talking about the problem, this was 
directly related to the southwestern area. 
No request was made by the budget or 
by the Department for any funds other 
than along the southwest border. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. That is my under
standing of the language to which I have 
referred. 

Mr. Chairman, I think I am t.bout as 
sympathetic to the idea of bringing farm 
labor into this country as anyone can 
possibly be. We certainly have an ex
panding economy in thiJ country. 
Whether it is for the good or bad, I 
would not attemlJt to say. 

This afternoon I have been studying 
appropriations, present and proposed, 
and authorizations, prese·nt and pro
posed, and I got the distinct impression 
that during the fiscal years presently 
running, and the next year and the next 
year, we will spend probably $300,000,.: 
000:000 for defense alone. If that is to 
occur, will you please tell me where we 
are going to get the raw labor from, 
unless it comes· from Old Mexico? So I 
am forced to the conclusion that if we are 
going to run the agricultural industry 
of this country, we must have this raw 
labor from Old Mexico. If we do not 
attempt to run the agricultural indus
try, of course, we are foolish. I do not 
have any faith on earth in the ability 
of our immigration departme:'.lt to ab
solutely control the wetback proposition 
witt_ this $4,000,000 or with $40,000,000. 
There are too many in Old Mexico and 
too great a demand here for their labor 
and I am too familiar v.ith the border, 
running from Galveston to San Diego. 
I am not going to let myself be kidded 
on that proposition. The wetbacks will 
continue to come in here as long as there 
is a demand for their effort because they, 
too, want to live, and as long as we have 
this great expansion which is now in 
progress in this country. Nobody is go
ing to stop it, because you cannot put 
enough men on the border to keep them 
out. I am not in favor of the idea of 
sE.:nding them back in an airplane at 
great expense. I would send them back 
on busses, instead of giving them a beau
tiful ride in a four-motor airplane, if 
that is what they are going to use. I 
would not spend $4,000,000 to buy 80 
cars or 40 cars or 30 cars for this purpose, 
because I do not believe you are. going 
to administer that law sufficiently to 
keep the wetbacks out. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

1'.~r. CRAWFORD. I yield to the gen
tleman from Iowa. 

Mr. JENSEN. The gentleman realizes, 
I am sure, that the elimination of this 
$4,000,000 would not stop the Mexican 
labor coming in? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. If you keep it in 
there it will not stop the wetbacks, and 
i~ you take it out it will not stop them. 
I would send this whole item to the Sen
ate and let them put it in the regular 
bill. I would not put it in this bill at all. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 

gentleman from Michigan has expired. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. 

RooNEY J is recognized. 
Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I shall 

first answer the inquiry just made to the 
gentleman from Minnesota by the genu 
tleman from Montana [Mr. D'EWARTJ, 
wherein the latter said he was under the 
impression that this bill provided for 85 
automobiles at $4,700 apiece. That is 
not the fact. The committee was re
quested for an appropriation in the 
amount of $6,500,000 for the Immi
gration and Naturalization Service and 
a total of 142 new automobiles. The 
committee after due deliberation, de
cided to allow 85 automobiles and an 
appropriation of $4,000,000 for salaries 
and expenses. The automobiles are to 
be bought in the regular manner pro
vided by law and Government regula
tion, not to exceed $1,400 apiece. 

With regard to the ·proposed amend
ment offered by the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. JENSEN]; permit me to say 
that he evidently has not read the 
printed hearings; he ·evidently is not 
familiar with the fact that the budget · 
estimate upon which this appropriation 
is based came up from the Bureau of 
the Budget fallowing the President's 
signing of the so-called Poage bill. At 
that time the full House committee on · 
appropriations had already reported out 
the bill making the . regular annual 
appropriation ·for the Department of 
Justice, which includes the Immigra
tion and Naturalization Service and was 
here on the floor ·considering the bill; 
The recent enactment of public law 78, 
the so-called Poage bilf, provides for the 
recruitment of agricultural workers pur
suant to arrangements between the 
United States Government and the Mex
ican Government. The success of the 
prpgram contemplated by that law de
pends largely upon the degree to which 
illegal entry of aliens can be prevented, 
a fact recognized in the report by the 
Commission on Migratory Labor which 
was not made until the 7th of April 1951, 
long after the budget estimates had been 
prepared for the regular pill for the 
Immigration and Naturalization Service 
and sent up here to the Capitol. 

The regular bill for the Immigration 
and Naturalization Service never con
templated matters provided for in this 
appropriation. . The money to imple
ment the so-called Poage bill was not 
included in the budget because, as I 
said before, the Commission on Migra
tory Labor had not completed its re
port until long after the budget had been 
prepared. 

With regard to the action of the com
mittee in reducing the requested amount 
from $6,500,000 to $4,000,01)0 and the 
number of automobiles used to guard 
our border from 142 to 85, this was done 
after mature consideration; and I am 
sure that the distinguished ranking 
minority member of the subcommittee, 
its chairman during the Eightieth Con
gress, my friend, the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. STEF.~NJ, will presently 
agree 100 percent with the action of the 
committee in this regc:trd . 
. Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROONEY. I yield to the gentle
man from Indiana. 

Mr. HALLEnK. Do we understand 
from what the gentleman is saying to us 
that whenever we put some little greater 

' authority or responsibility onto an 
agency they must immec!iately run up 
here and get more money? May we not 
El.ssume in times like these that once in 
a while they might absorb the additional 
cost? 

Mr. ROONEY. Not in this case. The 
gentleman knows the number of Mexi
can wetbacks actually coming in; it is 
a very serious problem dealing with the 
security of this country. You passed 
this wetback bill. You wanted some
thing done about it. The very people 
'who are complaining here·today-I refer 
to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
JENSEN] and the gentleman from Cali
fornia [Mr. PHILLIPS] voted for the 
Poage bill; I voted against it; but it is 
now the law. It is Public Law 78 of the 
Eighty-second Congress. I am for prop
erly implementing that law and carry
ing out the program laid down by the 
·President when he rPluctantly signed it. 

Mr. JONES of Missouri. Mr. Chair
man, will the gentleman yield? 
. Mr: ROONEY. I yield to the gentle
man from Missouri. 

Mr. JONES of Missouri. Does the 
·gentleman think the Labor Department 
is trying to cooperate in carrying out the 
provisions of that Poage bill that en
abled us to get this labor in here as con:. 
templated under the law? 

Mr. RdONEY. They are, and I want 
to properly implement · that law insofar 
as the immigration phase of it is con
cern3d. It becomer, necessary to appre
hend those who are in illegally and that 
is what we expect to do. If you are not 
'satisfied that the security of our country 
on the Mexican border is worth $4,000,-
000, then vote for this amendment. 

Mr. JONES of Missouri. Does the gen
tleman think it is necessary for the Labor 
Department-to set up an arbitrary charge 
of $15 per worker, which is far in excess 
of what it costs an individual farmer 
to go down into Mexico and bring that 
labor up here? By doing ·that they are 
defeating the bill and are not cooperat
ing with us in getting the law into effect. 

Mr. ROONEY. I do not know all the 
details about that. All I know is that 
the so-called Poage bill is the law; the 
provisions of it and the President's mes
sage were cited to the committee, to the 
gentleman from Nebraska and to all the 
members of the committee. 

Mr. McGRATH. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROONEY. I yield to the distin· 
quished gentleman from New York. 

Mr. McGRATH. The gentleman un· 
derstands that the basic law provides for 
the maximum $15 per head and that the 
Labor Department has nothing to do 

· with that? 
Mr. JONES of Missouri. It provides 

for a maximum of $15. 
Mr. ROONEY. I am not interested, I 

may say to the gentleman from Missouri 
and the gentleman from New York, in 
that phase of the discussion at this time. 
I am interested in the Mexican wetback 
problem which is an important and tre· 

mendous one. These illegal entrants 
must be apprehended and returned to 
Mexico. The problem does not affect my 
district locally; only insofar as it affects 
the security of our entire Nation. I re
spectfully· urge the defeat of the pending 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. All time has ex
pired. The question is on the amend
ment offered by the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. JENSEN]. 

The question was taken; and on a di
vision <demanded by Mr. RooNEY) there 
were-ayes 101, noes 58. 

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I de
mand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and the Chair
man appointed as tellers Mr. RooNEY 
and Mr. JENSEN. 

The Committee again divided; and the 
tellers reported that there were-ayes 
S5, noes 59. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For an additional amount for "Salaries and 

expenses, Bureau of Narcotics," $250,000. 

. Mr. CANFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I of
fer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as fallows: . 
Amendment offererl by Mr.· CANFIELD: 

Page 5, line 13, after "Bureau of Narcotics" 
strike ou.t "$250,000" anq. insert "$400,000." 

Mr. CANFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for three 
additional minutes and to revise and ex
tend my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 

·New Jersey? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. CANFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I 

have served longer on the House Sub
:committee on Treasury-Post Office Ap
propriations handling this item than any 
other present member and I feel very 
.deeply that. we would err grievously to.:.. 
day if we cUd not vote Dr. Harry J. An
slinger and · his small bureau the extra 
agents they say are needed to cope on the 
Federal level with the ever-rising menace 
·of drug addiction; particularly among 
teenage America:1 youth. I regard the 
dope peddler in our midst as America's 
enemy No. 1 and I shall tell you why. 

May I say at the outset that there was 
a fairly close vote last Friday in the full 
Committee on Appropriations on my 
a~end:nent to restore the full amount 
embraced in the amendment on which 
the House will soon vote. Since the 
committee action several members who 
voted in the negative have come to me to 
say now after further reflection they 
would vote approval. They are sufficient 
in number to change the result. I 
should add in passing that i;he subcom-

. mittee which handled this item origi
nally now favors complete restoration. 

It has been asked why the Bureau did 
not request in the regular appropriation 
bill for the new fiscal year the 275 agents 
now held to be necessary. The facts are 
the Bureau did ask the Bureau of the 
Budget for exactly that number and the 
Bureau reduced the figure. When Dr. 
Anslinger appeared before our commit
tee he was fettered. He had to stick to 
the Budget request. However, as re
ports came to the White House and the 

I ' 
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Budget Bureau of the increasing num
ber of international and interstate gangs 
engaged in this nefarious undertaking 
which kills both the body and soul of our 
young boys and girls, plus the concern of 
our Defense Establishment, the ·Budget 
Bureau reappraised the situation and ad
vised Congress it was best to go along 
with the original request. . 

This Bureau is doing in its field just 
as important a job as the FBI is doing 
in its field. But we have not been nig
gardly with the FBI. As appropriations 
for the Federal Bureau of Narcotics have 
remained rather static-the Bureau now 
has 77 agents less than it had in 1930-
the FBI appropriations have increased 
from $7,600,000 in 19~2 to $90,000,000 for 
the new fiscal year of 1952. Recently 
published figures of the FBI showed 
8,408 convictions for the past year. In 
the same period the Bureau of Nar
cotics produced 4,227 cases. Unfor
tunately, it had to wind up its year with 
a backlog of 5,766 cases. 

Do you know that the Federal Bureau 
of Narcotics has a field force that does 
not exceed the strength of the police 
departments of Cambridge, Mass.; Sac
ramento, Calif.; and Hoboken, N. J.? 
And there is not one police department 
in any fair-sized community in the coun
try that has not been calling on the 
Federal Bureau for help, some of these 
calls being most urgent, because of the 
interstate or other Federal angles in
volved. And consistently this small 
band of men in the Bureau is accounting · 
for 10 percent of the persons now serving 
time in Federal penitentiaries. 

May I ask you to read the current Au
gust issue of the American Legion 
Monthly featuring an article captioned 
"Teen-aged slaves to dope." It is an
nounced therein that 4,000,000 Legion
naires and Auxiliaries have joined in the 
fight against the narcotic menace which 
is described as a prime weapon of sab
oteurs. It is here contended that the 
Bureau needs a minimum of 400 men. 
An agent is quoted as saying bitterly, 
''It is not how much we can snag, it is 
how much we know got away." This 
agent goes on "'to say, "We deploy our 
force to the hottest spots like doctors 
chasing an epidemic. Even so, with less 
than 2 percent of the Nation's enforce
ment agents, we account for 10 percent 
of its prisoners." · 

A Federal attorney has charged · in 
open court that draft rejections due to 
narcotics addiction are .very high. Au
thorities smashing a ring in Toledo 
stated that the principal inducement of 
the gang to youngsters was the promise 
that if they tried heroin they would 
never be called to serve in the Armed 
Forces. Federal narcotics agents were 
inducted into the Army at Fort Eus
tis, Va., to break up a vicious dope ring 
serving soldiers. They arrested 70 per
sons and confiscated considerable high .. 
grade heroin and marijuana. One of the 
soldiers arrested was described as the son 
of the king of Washington's narcotics 
peddlers. Last Saturday Federal agents 
s·~arted breaking up a ring selling mari ... 
juana cigarettes to soldiers at Fort Dix, 
N. J. The Newark News yesterday 
quoted Lt. Bertrand Brinley, Fort Dix 

public-relations officer, as saying the 
camp was no exception to the rest of 
the country so far as the dope racket is 
concerned. 

While I am talking about New Jersey, I 
have in my hand a Newark Ledger article 
quoting First Assistant United States 
Attorney Tyne as follows: 

There is one 1Federal agent in north Jersey 
covering hundreds of square miles in one of 
the major wholesale dope centers of the 
country. Even with this man on duty 7 days 
a week, it is a hopeless job. You can't fight 
an organized, big-moneyed mob with pop 
guns. No one seems to want to face the fact 
any war costs money and the war against 
the underworld dope traffic is no exception. 

There are 11 States of the Union in 
which there is not a 'single Federal nar
cotics agent. 

On August 2 we read about the arrest 
of Irving Wexler, alias Waxey Gordon, 
and members of his dope gang. 

In the Sunday papers of August 5 we 
read of the arrest on the previous day by 
t:tle Royal Canadian Mounted Police at 
Montreal of a large narcotic ring. The 
mounted police gave credit to the United 
States Bureau of Narcotics. 

The previous week, we read accounts 
of the smashing by the Bureau of Nar
cotics and the Secret Service, of a huge 
counterfeit money-heroin ring operating 
between Italy, France, and this country. 
This dope-counterfeiting tie-up is now 
worrying the United States Secret Serv .. 
ice. 

About the same time the bureau, after 
years of relentless pursuit, arrested Jo
seph Dentico fugitive after indictment in 
a New York-California-Mexico narcotic 
syndicate case. 

Only a month ago, we read of the con .. 
viction of Harold Meltzer, associate of 
Mickey Cohen, of the late Bugsy Siegel, 
and others of that ilk. · 

Within the past few months we learned 
of the arrests in California of Abie Chap
man, formerly of the Buchalter Murder, 
Inc., gang and of William Levin, one
time member of the notorious Black 
Tony Parmagini mob. 

This spring, agents of this Bureau 
initiated and assisted in the completion 
of investigations which disclosed tre ... 
mendous diversion of heroin from medf ... 
cal stocks in Italy. 

Also, this spring, they assisted the 
Greek authorities in nipping in the bud 
an ambitious plan to use that country as 
a stepping-stone for the introduction 
of heroin into the United States. 

About the same time they initiated, 
and assisted in the successful develop
ment of a case at Hamburg, Germany, 
involving the diversion of enormous 
amounts of cocaine from a chemical fac ... 
tory, which cocaine was taken to Italy 
for subsequent smuggling to the United 
States. 

Referring to the tons of opium Dr. 
Anslinger and his men have pin-pointed 
in Red China, the American Legion 
Monthly says: 

Few realists believe that any UN edict on 
control of narcotics will have the slightest 
effect on Communist China or other poppy. 
raising red satellites. In fact, Red armies in 
Korea have been deliberately stupefied to 
increase their ferocity and servility. The 
stupefying agent was dope. 

How the able Dr. FENTON, our dis
tinguished colleague from Pennsylvania, 
could elaborate on this menace. 

Some of Red China's stupefying dope 
is coming into our country through 
Hong Kong and ports in Japan. It has 
even been cached in bibles and prayer 
books, and leaders of seamen's unions 
have expressed their great concern. 

Recently the United States Senate 
Special Committee To Investigate Or
ganized Crime in Interstate Commerce 
had occasion to see some of the work of 
this organization. It spoke of the Bu
reau in terms of the highest praise and 
deplored its lack of manpower. 

The experience of the Appropriations 
Committee with Commission Anslinger 
convinces me that we can rely on the 
Bureau to make the best use of funds 
appropriated and to promptly cut back 
when improvement in the situation in
dicates that should be done. 

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CANFIELD. I yield to the 
gentleman from New York. 

Mr. ROONEY. I wish to commend 
my distinguished friend, the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. CANFIELD], upon 
offering this amendment and upon the 
highly informative remarks he has made 
in regard thereto. I - supported his 
amendment in the full committee on 
Friday and shall do so today. We must 
do all we possibly can to prevent the im
portation and sale of narcotics. The 
American public will settle for nothing 
less. 

Mr. CANFIELD. I thank the gentle· 
man. 

Mr. YATES. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. CANFIELD. I yield . to the gen .. 
tleman from Illinois. 

Mr. YA TES. :£, too, would like to sub
scribe to the remarks of the gentleman 
from New Jersey. When the Boggs bill 
was before the House, this House voted 
almost unanimously for that bill as a. 
means of checking the illicit peddling of 
dope in this country. The only check 
we have is through the Bureau of Nar
cotics and the Customs Department. If 
we do not pass this amendment, we will 

· be cutting off our nose to spite our face, 
because it is the only check we have in 
keeping the dope out. All the dope 
comes in from outside the country. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CANFIELD. I yield to the gen .. 
tleman from Montana. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. I want to commend 
the gentleman from New Jersey. My 
only complaint is that he is not asking 
for enough money to take care of this 
menace. To me, the dope racket in this 
country is an abomination an1 I only 
hope that this Congress will enact leg
islation which will properly pu:;.lish these 
racketeers who prey on the characters 
and t:1e souls of our sons and daughters. 

Mr. CANFIELD. That is the com
plaint of the national commander of the 
American legion in this telegram I have 
just received, asking for full restoration 
of this amount. 

The. CHAffiMAN. The time of the 
- ~entleman from ·New Jersey has expired. 
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Mr. GARY. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
.unanimous consent that all debate on 
this amendment and all amendments 
thereto close in 5 minutes, with 5 min
utes reserved for the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 

· Virginia? 
Mr. FURCOLO. Mr. Chairman, I ob

ject. 
Mr. GARY. Mr. Chairman, I ask 

unanimous consent that all de-bate on 
this amendment and all amendments 
thereto close in 15 minutes, 5 minutes 
being reserved to the committee. 

Mr. FERNANDEZ. Mr. Chairman, I 
object. 

Mr. FURCOLo: Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in favor of the ·amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I think all of us agree 
that the basic purpose of this amend
ment is good. It is just a question of 
whether or not we can afford to spend . 
the money. 
, In the committee it seemed there was 
not any question as between the gentle
man from Virginia [Mr. GARY] and the 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. CAN
FIELD] that the Commissioner has been 
doing a good job. Also, there was not 
any question but that his demands over 
a period of yearsi:iave been very modest. 

In other words, it was not a situation 
of an agency or an administrator who 
was continually coming before the com-

, mittee asking for more money than he 
should have or was doing a poor job. It 
was agreed that the administrator has 
done a good job and has never made 
unreasonable requests. In that s~tua
tion it seems to me that the logical thing 
to do is to grant this money. It cer
tainly will help in the fight against the 
dope situation that all of us agree is 
very bad. 
1 I would like to ask the chairman of 
the subcommittee if this is not a fact: 
Is it not true that in your experience 
the man "in charge of this narcotics set
up is one of the best administrators you 
have known, and has been doing an ex
cellent job? 
' Mr. GARY. A very excellent admin
istrator and doing a very excellent job. 

Mr. FURCOLO. Is it not true that 
over the period of many years his de
mands have been very modest? He has 
never asked for more than you, as a 
Congressman in close contact with the 
situation, felt he should have? 

Mr. GARY. The committee on several 
occasions has reduced his requests, but 
I do not think he has been extravagant. 

Mr. FURCOLO. In ,other words, in 
general, his demands have been very 
modest? 

Mr. GARY. Yes. 
Mr. FURCOLO. Is it not true that he 

has shown wide experience and knowl
. edge with the situation and perhaps 

knows as much about how to combat 
this menace as any man in the country? 

Mr. GARY. Yes, but unfortunately, 
like all other administrators, when they 
see any opportunity, such as we have 
now, with the national hysteria over 
dope, he desires to take advantage of it 
and increase his department as much as 
he can. The amount in the bill now 
allows a 33 % percent increase in his 
forci:: over the next year. We increased 

the personnel 33 % percent. The pro
posed amendment would increase it ap
proximately 50 percent. I contend that 
is too much of an increase at one time. 

Mr. FURCOLO. In other words, it 
seems the situation .is about this: Even 
those who oppose this amendment say 
that Dr. Anslinger knows his job and is 
doing it well. 

Second, that his demands are modest 
and that he does not ask too much. 

Thirdly, and I do not think anyone 
will deny this, it is a situation in which 
we have to do everything possible to 
protect our country and our people 
against the dope menace. 

If we do not do everything we can 
it is going to cost the country not only 
more money, but the toll in human mis
. ery is going to be more than we can 
support. 

Mr. FERNANDEZ. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FURCOLO. I yield. 
Mr. FERNANDEZ. As a matter of 

fact, I think the outfit most responsible 
for our lack of attention to this prob
lem is the Bureau of the Budget. The 
people in the Narcotics Bureau when 
they have come to us have asked for 
only a limited amount because that is 
all they are permitted to do by the 
Bureau of the Budget, and almost in
variably our committee has given them 
everything they asked for. Had they 
asked for more we would have given 
them .more. 

Mr. JUDD. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. FURCOLO. I yield. 
Mr. JUDD. Is it not true that the 

cost in public funds to take care of the 
tragic addicts of the various narcotics 
far exceeds the very modest amount that 
is involved in this bill? And that actu
ally if we can prevent this evil it is the 
best way of saving many dollars as well 
as lives and character? . 

Mr. FURCOLO. In the long run, I 
agree with the gentleman's conclusion. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FURCOLO. I yield. 
Mr. RANKIN. Is it not a fact that 

the dope peddlers of the world, the dope 
ring of the world that has been shut 
out of China, is now trying to unload 
on the American people this enormous 
additional load of narcotics with which 
we are now threatened? 

Mr. JUDD. Yes; and having spent a 
long time trying, among other things, 
to knock the opium traffic out of China, 
it is a source of chagrin and humilia
tion to :find it getting its fangs so deep 
into the youth of America through the 
activities of the most vicious of all char
acters, those who carry on the drug 
traffic. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. FURCOLO. I yield. 
Mr. RANKIN. Absolutely. The Brit

ish Empire carried on a war to force 
the opimn traffic on China. Now that 
is shut out, and those elements engaged 
in the opium traffic are trying to unload 
it on the United States. 

Mr. FURCOLO. We should save 
money, but let us not save it at the 
expense of human suffering and misery 

and at the cost of sacrificing our youth 
to the drug tramc. 

Mr. FERNANDEZ. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike out t he last word. 

Mr. Chairman, there is no question 
but what the trend is quite alarming, and 
I take this time only to cite some figures 
which were given to us at the committee 
hearings comparing 6 months of 1946 
with 6 months of 1950 on admissions to 
the hospital at Lexington, Ky., where 
addicts are confined. The information 
was submitted by the United States Pub
lic Health Service. 

We find that in the first 6 months 
of 1946 there were 92 young men.in 21-30 
age group admitted, but t;tiat in 1950 the 
admissions of this same age group had 
risen to 477. This is an alarming in
crease of addicts in this young group. 
In the age group 31-40 there were 106 
admissions in 1946 and 149 in 1950. The 
same thing is true about the women. 
In 1946 there were only 15 admitted in 
the 21-30 age group, but in 1950 there 
were 93. In the age group 31-40 there 
were 35 admitted in 1946 and 84 in 1950. 
The reason for that is that we just have 
not been appropriating sufficient money 
to give these people the personnel they 
need to do the job. In 1930 they had 
281 agents. They now have far fewer 
than that, only 188 at the close of the 
last :fiscal year. In 1930 they had in this 
department 422 employees yet we have 
'been reducing them progressively until 
today they have only 293. · 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FERNANDEZ. I am glad to yield 
to my colleague from New Mexico. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. I am very happy that 
the gentleman from New Jersey offered 
this amendment. I had one prepared 
very similar for the same amount. It 
seems to me that we are arguing here 
about percentages, but I do not think 
percentages have anything to do at all 
with the stopping of dope peddlers. I 
do not think we should attempt to value 
ip. the terms of money how many dollars 
we spend to save the bodies and souls of 
-the little school children of America. 

.Mr. FERNANDEZ. That is right. 
Mr. DEMPSEY. We are spending 

money freely almost every place, but here 
we have one of the most efficient organi
zations, in the Narcotics Division, that 
we have in Government. I think they 
should be given the additional help they 
need. I thank the gentleman. 

Mr. FERNANDEZ. They have 293 
employees in this division now as com
pared to 422 in 1930. In trying to wipe 
out the hoof and mouth disease in Mexico 
as of June 1950 we had a total of 5,226 
employees, including Mexicans, of which 
1,140 were Americans. It just does not 
make sense that we do not hesitate 1 
minute to give them 1,140 American em
·Ployees to go to Mexico to fight the hoof 
and mouth disease, yet we strain at giv
ing the Treasury Department 57 more 
agents to take care of the children of 
this Nation. This trend, as I pointed out 
a while ago, is alarming, not only here in 
the East but everywhere. In my own 
State of New Mexico, we are beginning 
to find that trend and we are going to 
have to have to stop it pretty soon or 
we will not be able t') stop it at all. 
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Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. FERNANDEZ. I yield to the gen
tleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. HARRIS. The gentleman quoted 
some very enlightening figures from the 
record presented to the committee, but 
did the committee find out any informa
tion as to what happens to the dope ped
dlers when they are finally caught? 

Mr. FERNANDEZ. I have hopes the 
Congress took care of that in the bill we 
passed the other day, making prison 
terms mandatory. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think the committee 
could look into what happens after they 
are caught. Instead of continuing to 
give them plenty of agents -to catch these 
dope peddlers,-they should do something 
about them after they are caught. 

Mr. MORANO. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FERNANDEZ. I yield to the 
gentleman from Connecticut. 

Mr. MORANO. Mr. Chairman, I sup
port the amendment and I think the 
gentleman from New Mexico is abso
lutely right: we should not deal with 
this problem in percentages. It has 
nothing at all to do with it. 

Mr. FERNANDEZ. The gentleman is 
ref erring to the gentleman from New 
Mexico [Mr. DEMPSEY]. 

Mr. MORANO. Yes, and I include the 
gentleman from New Mexico [Mr. 
FERNANDEZ]. 

Mr. GARY. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that all debate on 
the pending amendment close in 5 
minutes. 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. Mr. Chair
man, I object. 

Mr. GARY. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that all debate on 
the pending amendment close in 10 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Virginia? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAffiMAN. The Chair recog

nizes the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
SMITH]. 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. Mr. Chair
man, I off er a substitute amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Substitute offered by Mr. SMITH of Vir

ginia: On page 5, strike out lines 11, 12, and 
13. 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. Mr. Chair
man, the amendment I propose strikes 
out the entire section and I do that for 
this reason: I do not expect the House is 
going to agree with me on striking out 
this appropriation, but I would like 
someone to tell me how often this House 
is going to have to decide a case in the 
same year? It has not been very long 
since this House had before it, debated 
and decided, the question of the appro
priation for this department. That went 
to the Senate and the Senate has now 
passed upon it. 

Now, is this bill chuck full of those 
kind of cases where the House has de
cided the matter? We have just finished 
deciding it, now we have to argue, de
bate, and decide it all over again. What 
.we ought to do is instead of raising this 

appropriation say: We have decided this 
case once for this year and we are not 

· going to decide the same case a half 
dozen times. 

If the committee would agree with me 
on this one proposition that we had 
decided the case, and therefore, we are 
not going to come in here at the tail end 
of a session and debate it, and decide it 
all o~er again, maybe it would strike out 
a lot of items in this bill because I have a 
very strong suspicion this bill is made up 
largely of a lot of cases this House has 
already decided after long debate and 
careful consideration, and they are try
ing to run theln in here on us in the last 
few days of the session. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from West Virginia 
[Mr. BAILEY]. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I want 
to commend the gentleman from N~w 
Jersey for presenting this very serious 
situation to the House. I appreciate 
the fact that he has details of which 
I was not aware. It was ·with this 
thought in mind that I offered a rider 
to the economic appropriation bill on 
Friday last in an attempt to break up 
the heroin ring that is being operated 
by Lucky 'Luciano in Naples, Italy. I 
still do not understand why the House 
took the attitude toward that amend
ment that was taken on Friday last. 

Mr. FERNANDEZ. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BAILEY. I yield to the gentleman 
from New Mexico. · 

Mr. FERNANDEZ. I think the House 
made a mistake when it turned it down, 
and I will say that the Bureau of the 
Budget made a mistake when we passed 
the regular appropriation bill in that 
their estimate was inadequate under the 
circumstances, and certainly, the Bureau 
of the Budget realized it made a mistake 
and tried to correct it, and our committee 
tried to correct it. I hope this after
noon the House will correct it by passing 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. CANFIELD]. 

Mr. CANFIELD. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BAILEY. I yield to the gentleman 
from New Jersey. 

Mr. CANFIELD. The Federal Bureau 
of Narcotics and the Italian police are 
now closing in on Lucky Luciano. 

Mr. BAILEY. I am certainly glad to 
hear that. I shall not take all the time 
allotted to me. I want to say this, Mr. 
Chairman, that I am wholeheartedly in 
accord with the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New Jersey, and I 
trust that the substitute amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. SMITH], will be voted down and 
that the amendment 9ffered by the gen
tleman from New Jersey be approved. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
GARY]. 

Mr. GARY. Mr. Chairman, just a few 
n:ionths ago the Bureau of Narcotics re
quested in its regular appropriation the 
sum of $2,100,000. This House cut that 
to $2,075,000. The $2,100,000 request 
would have provided 218 employees. The 
Bureau now has 188. 

This is what the Bureau said in sub
mitting that request to the Committee on 
Appropriations: 

The additional 30 officers wm bring our 
total personnel of officers up to 218. With 
a force of 250 men prior to World War II the 
Bureau w~s able to contain the traffic in nar
cotics. With all indications pointing toward 
a steady increase in the illicit traffic our force 
must be brought. to a prewar level at the ear
liest possible time if we are to control the 
traffic. 

They set 250 as the ultimate goal, 
which was the prewar personnel of the 
Bureau. Before the regular bill was act
ed upon by the Senate they came in with 
another request for $400,000 additional, 
not for the 250 employees they set as a 
goal, but for 275 employees, 25 beyond 
the prewar personnel. The Senate 
boosted the amount allowed by the 
House in the regular bill to $2,100,000 and 
since we had this additional request the 
House conferees agreed to it in confer
ence, and they got the full amount that 
they asked for in the regular bill. 

When our subcommittee ·considered 
this $4:00,000 request we allowed the 
Bureau the maximum that they said they 
would need to enforce the law when they 
first came before our committee this 
year. Let me say to yon they can use 400 
people; they can use 5,000 people; they 
can use 10,000 people to enforce the Drug 
Act, but after all we are never going to 
get a proper enforcement of the Drug Act 
in this country unless we.rely primarily 
on local enforcement officers. 

The Federal Bureau has only 250 peo
ple, but every local police force in the 
United States is charged with the duty 
of enforcing the narcotics laws. As a 
matter of fact, it is their prime respon
sibility, and the only reason we have the 
Bureau of Narcotics is because we rec
ognize that this is a national problem 
and an international problem, and there
fore we should have a force to work on a 
national and international level, but if we 
try to make our Federal Bureau the main 
enforcement agency in this country then 
the whole program will fail. The entire 
effort will fail because the local police 
officers will look to the Federal agents. 
Regardless of how many agents you give 
the Bureau, unless you give them a veri
table army, they will not be able to en
force the law without the cooperation 
and assistance of local officers. 

What we want is a force to work with 
the local officers in an effort to enforce 
these laws. Some of the largest cities in 
the country are setting up special nar
cotic divisions within their police forces 
which is a very commendable step in the 
direction of proper law enforcement. 
They work with the Federal forces. 

Nobody deplores any' more than I the 
conditions we are facing today in this 
country so far as narcotics are con
cerned. It is a deplorable situation. It 
is spreading. We recognize that fact, 
but our committee took the position-the 
ranking minority member says the mem
bers have changed their views, maybe 
they have, I have no information to that 
effect-a majority of the subcommittee 
thought that an additional $250,000 is 
adequate at this time. I do not agree 
with my friend from Virginia, as much as 
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I hate to disagree with him, that we 
ought to strike this item out altogether. 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. Mr. Chair
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARY. I yield; 
Mr. SMITH of Virginia. I have been 

sitting back here during the gentleman's 
speech just complimenting myself that 
he has been making a much better argu
ment for my amendment than I did. 

Mr. GARY. I thank the · gentleman 
for those remarks. 

Mr. KERSTEN of Wisconsin. Mr. 
Chairman, I support the amendment of 
the gentleman from New Jersey to in
crease the amount of money to aid in the 
enforcement of the narcotics laws. 

This is good crime presentation. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of ·the 

gentleman from Virginia has expired. 
All time has expired. 

The question is on the amendment 
offered by the .gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. SMITH], as a substitute for the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. CANFIELD]. 

The question was taken; and the Chair 
being in doubt, the Committee divided 
and there were-ayes 53, noes 92. · 

So the substitute amendment was re
jected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question ls on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. CANFIELD]. 

The question was taken; and on a di
vision [demanded by Mr. GARY], there 
were-ayes 82, noes 76. · 

Mr. GARY. Mr. Chairman, I demand 
tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and the Chair
man appointed as tellers Mr. CANFIELD 
and Mr. GARY. . 

The Committee again divided; and the 
tellers reported that there were-ayes, 
90, noes, 81. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
GOVERNMENT CORPORATIONS-THE RFC 

Mr. SIEMINSKI. Mr. Chairman, in 
an attempt to make out a case for the 
abolition of the RFC as a governmental 
lending agency, there are fervent protes
tations from many sources that adequate 
credit is available to assist industry and 
commerce. Actually, even with bank 
deposits at their all-time high, there are 
unmistakable indications that credit is 
not as easily available as many would 
have us believe. This is especially true 
in respect of many thousands of smaller 
business enterprises, devoted to produc
tion and distribution, or products essen
tial to our civilian economy and our de
fense program, in which small business 
plays so vital a part. 

It is well known that a tremendous 
expansion took place in the field of 
credit since July 1, 1950, coinciding with 
the . breaking out of hostilities in Korea. 
This expansion has been of such pro
portions that the matter became one of 
critical concern, among others, to the 
Federal Reserve Board, which sought to 
develop restraining influences and check 
velocity of credit expansion by the en:.. 
actment of regulations Wand X and by 
its open market operations. These in
fluences have had the desired effect· of 
slowing the pace but not in halting credit 
expansion. Statistically, tne record 

shows the continued rise in loans held 
by the banking system in all but few 
of the weeks of the elapsed fiscal year. 
Except for real estate loans, in which 
almost all of the banks shared, the bulk 
of the rise or increase may be attributed 
to borrowings by large industrial con
cerns, primarily for expansion of de
fense production. To a lesser but im
portant, degree heavy borrowings were 
made for acquisition of raw material 
inventories for civilian requirements and 
for the carrying of finished products at 
both wholesale and retail levels. 

The expansion o{ credit has caused 
the loan portfolios of commercial banks 
to balloon out to such proportions that 
development by the banks themselves 
of a program designed to check further 
rise took place in the formation of Na
tional and Regional Voluntary Credit 
Control Committees. The entire picture 
thus develops the complexion of ·a 
heavily · loaned-up national situation 
with a resultant reluctance on the part 
of institutional lenders-commercial 
banks, savings institutions and insurance 
companies-to grant loans no matter 
how sound, unless and except in such 
cases where ·important depository or 
other relationships are involved. Few 
bankers will be willing to admit it, but 
the fact of the matter is that we ·are 
very close to a credit famine. While the 
foregoing attempts to mirror the situa
tion at the moment, it is recognized, and 
should be remembered, that no situation 
is static. The movement of economic 
forces is influenced today by the interna
tional situation and by domestic, eco
nomic and social factors. Obviously, the 
picture suggests the importance of pro
jecting some thinking into the future. 
Of course, any such attempt is, in a 
measure, crystal-ball gazing, but to the 
extent that the history of the past is a 
guide to the future, it would appear 
quite in order to review in broad retro
spect the movement of economic forces 
and factors since VJ-day. The years 1946 
and 1947 were years of post-war indus
trial and commercial expansion for pro
duction and distribution of civilian dur
able and consumer goods. The national 
economy was in a boom stage. A do
mestic market of 140,000,000 people · and 
the rest of the war-torn world des
perately seeking to buy American pro
ducts-almost the sole immediate source 
of machinery, tools, equipment, cloth
ing, foodstuffs, and so forth, capable in 
a small measure of supplying this need. 
The year 1949-one in which the balance 
between demand and supply were begin
ning to show up and be recognized in · 
certain lines. Some lines definitely giv
ing evidence of excess of production, 
with surpluses of inventories in many 
cases. This was a year of a distinct 
slow-up in general business. Seasonal 
pick-up in the fall of the year reaching 
its climax at holiday time at the end 
of the year, was followed by a post-holi
day slump which carried over in the 
first half of 1950. 

In 1950, the Korean situation, with its 
implications of possible large-scale hos
tilities and total economic mobilization. 
sent our curves of industrial production, 
employment and price structures sharp-

ly upward induced by the combination 
of hysterical civilian buying and heavy 
increases in military purchases. The 
year 1951 witnessed a sharp reduction 
in consumer demand and the cessation 
of scare buying. Almost overnight· the 
situation, in many lines, developed into 
an overinventoried picture. A dras
tic and dramatic price cutting followed. 
This was no accident but the natural · 
consequences of heavy inventory bur
dens in dealers', distributors' and . retail 
outlets and stemmed from decisions of 
management to shrink inventories ·and 
convert them to cash rather than run 
the more serious risks of heavy losses 
from extended inventory hazards.- Not
withstanding the stimulation of sales by 
reason of price cuts, especially at retail 
levels; the New York Times of Juiy 31, 
1951, quotes: 

The Department of Commerce states that 
the manufacturers' inventories climbed to 
$900,000,000 in June and, at the month's end, 
had a book value in excess of $39,800,000. 
Nearly all of this increase represented . a · 
higher physical value of stock on hand. · At 
the same time, the Department of Commerce 
reports the manufactuters' sales declined 4 
percent on a seasonably adjusted basis from 
May to June. 

Let no one blithely assume that these 
· conditions suggest a sustainable high 
level of business or a completely healtl:lY 
economy. These conditions, of them
selves, are harbingers, under normal cir-

. cumstances, of cut-backs in employment. 
Up to a point this may not · be serious 
since it may ease up the manpower sup
ply problems for defense production. On 
the other hand, unless the slack is picked 
up, or if the cumulative effect of ·the 
down trend is not checked, we may find 
iri the present situation the seeds of a 
serious business recession in many lines. 
It is recognized, of course, that defense 

·expenditures ·may have an offsetting or 
ameliorating effect on any business 
down trend. Indeed, as recently as Au
gust 3, 1951, the Wall Street Journal 
headlines an article by W. C. Bryant, 
Washington staff correspondent, as fol
lows: "Economy can stand another shot 
of defense spending-with in:tlation now 
fn lull, pleas from the generals win ci
vilian sympathy." Are we going to be 
forever in a highly pitched level of re
armament to take up the slack of civilian 
production? Perhaps for 1 year, 2 years, 
perhaps 5 years and maybe longer, God 
forbid, but somewhere there must be 
a leveling off. At some point, barring 
an all-out war, our foreseeable military 
requirements will be in substantial part 
taken care of. If we fail to accomplish 
this in the foreseeable years immediately 
ahead, then the world is indeed lost. 

And Korea. · 
By statesmanship, or by force of arms, 

the Korean situation will one day be re
solved. It will be resolved eventually, if 
not promptly. As its outbreak produced 
psychological factors inducing hysterical 
scare buying by wide masses of our pop
ulation, its resolvement may well produce 
a psychological result--a contrary one
that of curtailment of individual spend
ing and purchases which would accen
tuate and accelerate the present mod
erate business slow-up. 
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Let us examine other facets of our 
. present-day economy. Ever since VJ
day, forces have come into play, devel
oping a pressure for an increase in the 
pattern of interest rates on Government 
obligations. Eventually, the pressure of 
these forces so exerted itself upon the 
Treasury and the Federal Reserve Board 
that a controversy reaching the stage of 
bitter acrimony developed. The debate 
on this question was not confined with
in the public agencies involved, but was 
widely publicized in the public press. 
Both proponents of low-interest rates, 
as well as those advocating higher rates, 
were counseled by economists of estab
lished reputation and presumed pro
fundity. In this respect it would seem 
that both groups dealing with the same 
factual information in a science so deli
cate and profound as economics should 
come up with conclusions or recommen
dations in substantial harmony. How
ever, this is beside the point. The even
tual decision forced upon the Treasury 
upset the long prevailing interest rate 
pattern. Not only did this increase the 
cost of servicing the public debt but it 
accomplished something infinitely more 
serious in its effect upon our national 
picture. The on-again off-again antics 
of our monetary control authorities cre
ated widespread confusion in and among 
the management of the 15,000 small 
banks in the country. The consequence 
of giving away to proponents of higher
rate pattern on governments brought a 
price depreciation of all Government 
securities. This, in turn, created in the 
minds of the banking fraternity an ap
prehension and uncertainty which ex
tended into the field of credit and lend
ing. 

Shrinkage in value of Government 
bonds owned by a bank is always dis
turbing. When the unrealized loss be
comes substantial in amount, the banker 
is bewildered that the safest security in 
the world is no longer unshakable. In 
the light of his own experience he 
grows timid. And this will be- true of 
the banking fraternity as a whole, in
cluding the 100 or so top metropolitan 
community banks, who will be the first 
to cry "wolf" as they have so often done 
in the past. Such timidity will be re
flected at the very moment and time 
when the deteriorating economic prob
lems will require bold and courageous 
credit policies to maintain credit fluidi
ty so essential to a healthy flow of our 
domestic commerce. 

If and when such a time arrives, we 
may need the RFC and need it very 
badly. Having observed its operations 
for many years, I am disposed to think 
of the RFC in terms of a hospital, erected 
at the time of a devastating plague. 
This hospital served the community well 
and ably and assisted in the restoration 
to good health of a large number of sick 
businesses and industries. The economic 
climate has changed. At the moment it 
is so much more salubrious that there 
are some who are annoyed at the exist
ence of the hospital because there is no 
longer a plague and it is an unpleasant 
reminder of less healthy days of the 
past. Such would tear down this service 
institutiton now and dispose of the in-

valuable asset of an experienced organi
zation without regard to the future needs 
of the community. I, for one, stand 
squarely for a continuation of the RFC. 
On the basis of its past performance-
on the basis of its future usefulness, not
withstanding the few in number-se
rious breaches of judgment and, per
haps, integrity in the case of several 
loans have come under consideration of 
the Congress. I stand for such contin
uation because of practical reasons of 
an existing credit vacuum as applied to 
availability of borrowing opportunitites 
for small business, a vacuum which em
braces the following: 

First. There is a great and crying 
need, even now, for a source of mortgage 
money covering industrial property. 
With few exceptions, our banking sys
tem has refrained from manifesting any 
interest in this type of loan on policy 
grounds. Loans of this type are general
ly for a term of years. An accumulation 
of investment paper of this character is 
counter to the conservative bankers idea 
of liquidity. The need must be supplied 
to provide for a healthy industrial econ- · 
omy. 

Second. The need of loans for work
ing capital is now greater than ever be
fore because business and industry are 
operating at high-price levels and be
cause of the accumulation of raw ma
terial inventories. This inventory ac
cumulation may have represented the 
difference between staying in business 
O!' being put out of business and, as un
wise as such action may appear to be 
when viewed from the vantage point 
of the present moment, the fact is that 
many small industrial enterprises are in 
a tight working capital position because 
they have sought to protect themselves 
with raw materials. Now, the situation 
is aggravated by the slow up in sales. 
Banks are not helpful and, in many in
stances, unwilling to be helpful, assum
ing a critical attitude of the quality of 
management because of an overextended 
present inventory position. 

Third. There is need for financing in
stallation of equipment for reasonable 
expansion of industry, primarily for de
fense products but also for civilian re
quifements. Except for financing pro
grams provided by vendors of such 
equipment who, in order to provide such 
financing, must be well fortified with 
capital or bank credit, borrowing of this 
character is presently available only 
through finance companies at high, if 
not exorbitant, rates of interest and, fre
quently, with a substantial premium or 
service fee for · making the loan. This 
·unreasonably burdens the small business 
seeking this kind of accommodation. 

Fourth. Defense production, against 
the assignment of money due, or to be
come due, for production of defense ma
terial, either as prime or subcontractor, 
is not freely available through existing 
lending channels. · 

Our large industries have no problem 
in arranging for bank credit. The ease 
with which such bank credit may be 
obtained, with or without the guaranty, 
is related to the size of the prospective 
borrower's depository account. Large 
corporations. with substantial cash bal-

ances, are preferred customers with large 
banks. In the case of small business, 
the borrowing requirements are, general
ly speaking, disproportionate to net 
worth, net working capital, or other per
tinent balance sheet factors and, as 
such, .find it difficult to qualify with 
bank standards of sound credit. It is a sound saying that "the only loan that 
is a good loan is the one that has been 
paid." · 

The record of American industry and 
the analysis of bank charge-offs shows 
that losses are few and the balance sheet 
is not necessarily the principal deter
minent of the quality of credit; integri
ty, industry, and demonstrated compe
tency, coupled with the ability to operate 
profitably, are equally if not more im
portant than balance sheets. 

Because the RFC philosophy is de
signed to supply credit wherever a vac
uum thereof exists, I am firmly con
vinced of the continued need of the RFC 
to our economy. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I move 
that the Committee do now rise. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RANKIN. I yield for a question. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I think 

all of us recognize the importance -of 
completing this bill in some reasonable 
time. So, after consultation with the 
leaders on both sides of the aisle, I now 
ask unanimous consent that all debate 
on all amendments be limited to 10 nin
utes, 5 minutes for and 5 minutes against. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Missouri? . 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, - of 
course we are not going to agree to that. 
There is an unlimited number of very 
important amendments to come up, 
There is no reason on earth why the 
House should be held here until 11 or 12 
o'clock when this bill could be considered 
tomorrow or the next day just as well. 

I therefore move that the Committee 
do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the motion offered by the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. RANKIN]. 

The motion was rejected. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I re

new my request. · 
Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Chairman, will 

the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CANNON. I yield to the gentle

man from Indiana. 
Mr. HALLECK. Do I understand from 

the gentleman's request that if an 
amendment is offered to an amendment 
there would be 10 minutes allowed? 

Mr. CANNON. There would be 5 min
utes for and 5 minutes against, with 
permission to extend remarks. 

Mr. HALLECK. As far as I am con
cerned, I trust the gentleman's request 
will be granted. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Missouri? 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I ob .. 
ject. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I give 
notice that I will move to close debate 
after 10 minutes on ea~h amendment 
as offered. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Management of lands and resources: For 

an additional amount for "Management of 
lands and resources," $2,000,000. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike out the last word, and 
I ask unanimous consent to revise and 
extend my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman ·from 
Montane? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I 

had intended to offer an amendment to 
this bill to include a program for the 
control of St. Johnswort (goatweed), 
Circium arvense ·<Canadian thistle), 
Euphorbia virgata Waldst <leafy spurge), 
and Centaurea picris Pallas <Russian 
knapweed) along with the program for 
the control of halogeton as allowed in 
the measure now before us. 

I find, in discussing the matter with 
the House Parliamentarian, that I can
not offer my amendment because there 
is no authorization for an appropriation 
of projects for the control · of these 
weeds. I am, therefore, calling to the 
attention of the committee and the 
House the need in Montana and other 
Western States for a control program 
covering all these noxious weeds. It is 
my hope that the Senate will include 
these items in its consideration of this 
bill and make allowances to provide a 
program for their · control. 

Mr. Chairman, I am including at this 
point in my remarks, a letter I have 
just received from Mr. Boyd H. Gibbons, 
of Darby, Mont., which goes into great 
detail concerning the· need for this vital 
program: 

BOYD H. GIBBONS HEREFORD RANCH, 
Darby, Mont., August 15, 1951. 

Representative ·MIKE MANSFIELD, 
Representative WESLEY D'EwART, 

House Office Building, 
Washington, D. a. 

GENTLEMEN: I am sorry that our confer
ence phone conversation was so poor as I 
wanted the . opportunity of talking to you 
both, first hand. However, I will try to make 
this letter sufilce. · 

About a year or more ago a group of ranch
ers and farmers in this county of Ravalli 
became quite concerned over our weed situa
tion. As you may know we have a voluntary 
weed control system under the supervision of 
w. E. Pollinger and what control we have 
had has been done by him almost single 
handed. · The county commissioners have 
made a reasonable amount of money avail• 
able out of the general fund, but it barely 
covers Mr. Pollinger's activities. While many 
farmers have closely cooperated, there are 
just enough who do not, along with the state 
highway, absentee landowners, and so forth, 
to make most of the weed control work use
less. It is rather silly for one ·farmer to 
eradicate and control the weeds on his land 
if his neighbor on the other side of the fence 
does nothing about his land. 

Consequently, this matter was put up be
fore the Ravalli County Improvement Asso
ciation (an organization of 300 men and 
women repr~senting a cross section of Ra
valli county farm, business, and general eco
nGmic interests) with the idea of having it 
sponsor the setting up of a legal weed dis
trict under the Montana weed law. I was 
named chairman and the committee mem
bership consists of w. E. Pollinger, Hamilton; 

Mr. George Vogt (county commissioner), 
Sula; Mr. Howard Compton, Florence; Mr. 
Joel Antrim, Stevensville; Mr. Elrper Sever
son, Stevensville; Mr. Otto Quast, Jr., Cor
vallis. At our first meeting it was decided 
to put the matter up before all the various 
farm organizations, such as the Grange, 

. and so forth, and if a majority were favorable 
we would then proceed with the necessary 
petitions for a county-wide weed district. As 
of this writing we . have contacted about a 
third of this group and will hold a mass 
meeting in October with the remaining or
ganizations and determine our ·final action 
then. 

During .the many months that we have 
been trying to sell this program, we came in 
contact with O. J. Murray, of Thompson 
Falls, who had organized a quite extensive 
group of ranchers, forest service and Indian 
service ofilcials, county agents, and so forth, 
into what he called the Committee on West
ern Montana Weed Control. Their main ef
f_orts were on the eradication and control of 
goatweed, which has j'qst about ruined the 
area around Thompson Falls in addition to 
killing many cattle and sheep. We have at
tended several of their meetings and have 
joined their efforts to try to eventually get 
all of western Montana under a weed dis
trict set-up. Murray's big .complaint has 
been that until we get the interest of the 
Federal authorities on weed control, par
ticularly on the forest service and Indian 
service lands, we will never be successful in 
our local county and State control efforts. 

Governot Bonner made it possible for Jim 
Murray (0. J.) to hold a meeting with his 
entire committee and the heads of the high
way maintenance ·department last January. 
Sitting in on the meeting were the regional 
heads of the Forest Service at Missoula; Mr. 
Anderson, commissioner, Montana Depart
ment of Agriculture; Soil Conservation Serv
ice representatives; and practically all of the 
county agents and weed commissioners in 
western Montana. The highway department 
promised to see that all noxious weeds along 
Montana highways in legal and organized 
weed district areas would be sprayed by cus
tom operators up to the limit of funds avail
able for th.is work. The ~ighway department 
took the attitude that their men are· main
tenance men and ·not particularly trained in 
weed control; consequently, they feel that 
more would be accomplished by specialists 
who ·have the equipment and the know-how 
for spraying weeds. 

It was at this meeting that the Forest 
Service made it known that they have never 
had earmarked funds for weed control and 
urged all of us to write our Congressmen 
asking for cooperation in this direction when 
the next budget bill was being prepared. Mr. 
Murray sent out letters to all of the com
mittee and various organizations, pleading 
for their members to write to you and our 
Senators in regard to this .matter. While I 
do not know the result of this action, the 
first indication came in a small news item on 
the front page of the Spokesman-Review of 
August 10, with a date line of August 9, from 
Washington, D. C., which simply stated that 
the Senate 0. K.'d livestock weed-control 
measure "by authorizing Federal participa
tion in programs for the control of the poi
sonous weed, Halogeton· glomeratus on west
ern range lands," and the article closed with 
the statement that the legislation was sent 
to the House. 

The urgency in my phone call to you can 
only be stressed in the fact that our Ravalli 
County group and Murray's would insist that 
whatever aid the Federal Government may 
give on weed control should by all mean·s in
clude St. Johnswort (goatweed), Circium 
arvense (Canadian thistle) , Euphorbia vir
gata Waldst (leafy spurge), Centaurea picris 
Pallas (Russian knapweed). So far Montana 
is practically unaffected by Halogeton glom
era tus, but, naturally, it is such a vicious 

weed we would want to see !t included. 
Then, of course, there are other noxious 
weeds, such as bindweed, white top, spotted 
knapweed, etc., which· are rapidly spreading 
or just coming into various areas-many of 
these are introduced to private lands via 
Government lands, such as on forest reserves, 
etc. That is why we are hopeful that you 
will be able to amend the Senate bill, if the 
brief news item is correct in inferring that 
the Federal aid is only for the weed halogeton · 
rather than for the other noxious weeds that 
are just as important and as dangerous. As 
Mi:. Murray so aptly stated in a letter to Sen
ator JAMES E. MURRAY (no relation): "So long· 
as noxious weeds exist as they do on federally 
owned or controlled lands from which they 
spread to even distant areas, to say nothing 
of adjacent lands, the task of control by in
dividual owners is almost hopeless." 

I am a poor typist and apologize for the 
numerous errors in this letter. I will be very 
grateful to receive a copy of the Senate bill 
and any information on your activities in 
this matter. Should you require further 
information .or ammunition, I can forward 
the same to you post haste. Allow me to 
thank you for your interest in this matter, 
and I will very much appreciate your coop
eration. I am looking forward to meeting 
you personally. 

Sincerely, 
BOYD H. GIBBONS, Jr. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS 

Resources management: For an additional 
amount for "Resources management," 
$300,000. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. Mr. Chairman, 
I offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. ARMSTRONG: 

On page 9, strike out lines 7, 8, and 9, in
cluding "Bureau of Indian · Affairs. Re
sources management: For· an additional 
amount for 'Resources management,' $300,-
000." 

Mr. KERSTEN of Wisconsin. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I yield. 
Mr. KERSTEN , of Wisconsin. Mr. 

Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks at that point in the 
RECORD just prior to the vote on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. CANFIELD]. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. ARMSTRONG. Mr. Chairman, 

this amendment applies to page 9 and it 
strikes out the section applying to the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs. 

I note by the report of the subcom
mittee that this item of $300,000 is for 
the same purpose as the item immedi
ately preceding it, which applies to the 
Bureau of Land Management, $2,000,000, 
and is for the purpose of beginning a 
program of control of this poisonous 

. weed, halogeton. I am not opposed to 
fighting this poisonous weed. I am very 
much in favor of that, and I am very 
much in favor of any amount necessary 
to fight this poisonous weed, but we are 
g}~anting $2,000,000 to the Interior De
partment for this purpose. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I · yield to the 
gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. JENSEN. I hope the gentleman 
understands that we have public lands 
and then we have Indian lands adjacent 
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to each other. The Bureau of Land 
Management has certain responsibilities 
on the public la:::ids. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I understand 
that. 

Mr. JENSEN. Right across an 
imaginary line is Indian lands. The 
Bureau of Indian Affairs has jurisdic
tion over that. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I understand 
that also. 

Mr. JENSEN. Just how does the gen
tleman intend to handle this? If · we 
have a noxious weed growing on public 
land belonging to the Bureau of Land 
Management certainly it is going to 
spread over to land belonging to the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I understand 
that and I am going to 'explain the 
matter to the gentleman. I was in
formed today that out of the funds ap
propriated to the Bureau of Indian Af
fairs there are ample funds to begin 
this program. 

It is not because I am opposed to fight
ing this poisonous weed by any depart
ment, but I am opposed to giving any 
more funds or any more power or any 
more personnel to the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs. Time and again it has been 
stated here that it is time to wind up 
the affairs of this Indian Bureau and 
turn its activities over to the regular 
departments, the other departments of 
the Federal Government and to the ap
propriate agencies of the States and lo
cal governments, This would be a good 
place to start; as a matter of fact we 
are simply paralleling what the Interior 
Department can do anyhow with funds 
already appropriated. We have not seen 
any evidence in this House so far in this 
session of any effort to begin to curtail 

. the activities of this needless Indian Bu
reau. I say that it is time to do every
thing necessary to begin liquidating that 
Bureau, concerning which 50 years ago, 
in 1901, the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, in a report to Congress, said: 

It is time now to wind up the affairs of 
the Indian Bureau and to make the Indians 
full citizens with all other citizens of the 
United States. 

If we followed this same procedure of 
treatment for racial groups we would 
have a Bureau of Negro Affairs. For
tunately, wise statesmen at the close of 
the War Between the States, North and 
south, opposed the idea of a Bureau of 
Negro Affairs, and they said: "Let us 
treat the Negroes as American citizens." 
There is no reason after 50 years of 
dawdling on this subject why we should 
continue not to wind up the Bureau of 
Indian Affairs and make these Indians 
full-ft.edged citizens of the United States. 

Mr. MORRIS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I yield to the gen
tleman from Oklahoma. 

Mr. MORRIS. I am sorry I cannot 
agree with the gentleman that the Bu
reau of Indian Affairs ought to be wiped 
out at this time. Certainly it plays a 
most significant part and necessary part 
1n our Government if we are going to do 
justice to our Indian wards. There may 
be a time coming, and there is a time 

coming, no doubt, when we can dispense 
- with it, but that time is certainly not 

now. 
Mr. ARMSTRONG. When will that 

take place? Can the gentleman tell me? 
Mr. MORRIS. But on this particular 

point does the gentleman know that in 
the State of Idaho there are 670,423 
acres, in Nevada 2,500,262 acres, in Utah 
1,194,874 acres, and in Wyoming 2,080,-
6~0 acres of Indian land affected by this 
poisonous weed? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Missouri has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
um\nimous consent that all debate on 
this amendment and all amendments 
thereto close in 5 minutes, and that all 
Members be allowed to extend their re
marks at this point. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there. objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Missouri? ' 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ARMSTRONG. Mr. Chairman I 

ask unanimous consent to proceed f~r 
one additional minute to answer the gen
tleman from Oklahoma. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
c~nnot be recognized for that purpose; 
time has been fixed. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KIR
W AN J is recognized. 

Mr. MORRIS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman from Ohio yield that I 
may complete the question I started to 
ask of the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. KIRWAN. I yield briefly. 
Mr. MORRIS. Does the gentleman 

know that this vast acreage totaling 
7,000,000-plus acres in these four 
States-Idaho, Nevada, Utah, and Wy
oming-are Indian acreage lands that 
are affected by this noxious weed that is 
killing sheep and livestock? 

Mr. KIRWAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in opposition to the pending amendment. 
True, there are $2,000,000 in here for the 
control of this noxious weed and anyone 
who has seen Life magazine in the past 
few months will appreciate the signifi
cance of this when they saw in that mag
azine that 1,200 sheep on one ranch in 
the West died from having eaten this 
weed. 

Reference has been made to the Bu-
. reau of Indian Affairs. I noted what 
the gentleman from Missouri said about 
the Indian Bureau and that he is for 
eliminating it, but you are not going to 
do that in the next 3 or 4 months. We 
have had it for a hundred years and we 
have b--een trying to eliminate it but you 
are not going to do it in the next several 
months while all of the sheep and cattle 
are dying froni this weed. 

The gentleman from Oklahoma said 
there are some 7 ,000,000 acres in Indian 
Bureau land alone that have to be taken 
care of. There are 5,000,000 acres of 
other Government-owned land that have 
to be taken care of. We cannot appro
priate a certain amount of money for 
one and let the other land lay there 
without looking after it. 

Mr. GRANGER. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KIRWAN. I yield to the gentle
man from Utah. 

Mr. GRANGER. Is it not true, as the 
gentleman from Iowa stated, these lands 
are-intermingled? 

Mr. KIRWAN. Yes, they both come 
up to one another and the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. JENSEN] clearly painted 
the right picture when he said they both 
come up to one another, the Indian land 
and the other Government-owned land 
and public land. Are we going to spend 
$2,000,000 on one type of Government 
land and let the Indian land alone? 

Mr. GRANGER. I want to say to the 
gentleman that we appreciate the inter
est he has taken. It has been no little 
effort on his part to get this appropria
tion through. 

Mr. STEED. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. KIRWAN. I yield to the gentle
man from Oklahoma. 

Mr. STEED. Answering the question 
as to why there are not funds in the 
regular Indian Bureau appropriation, I 
remind the gentleman we have 50,000,-
000 acres of restricted Indian land in the 
country. Sixty-five percent of that is 
in heirship and under probate. The 
Congress has reduced that appropria
tion. There is no way you can get rid of 
the Indian problem · until you get 
through with this probate business. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KIRWAN. I yield to the gentle
man from Montana. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. I would like to 
point out that these appropriations are 
based on authorizations, and, further
more, the lands which are being flooded 
by this noxious weed are all over the 
western part of the country and, as the 
gentleman from Oklahoma said, a great 
deal of private land is being inundated 
by this weed and a great many sheep and 
cattle are dying. In my own State of 
Montana not only this noxious weed but 
others as well as creating ruin for our 
rancnes. I hope the House will pay 
serious attention to Mr. Boyd Gibbons' 
letter which I called to the attention of 
the Membership earlier. 

Mr. FURCOLO. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. Kmw AN. I yield to the gentle
man from Massachusetts. 

Mr. FURCOLO. I think it is impor
tant for the membership to know that in 
the subcommittee, the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. JENSEN] who was a member 
of that subcommittee and who, as the 
House knows, has consistently supported 
every so-called economy measure, is so 
well aware of the fact that this money is 
important he is opposing the pending 
amendment and supports the appropria
tion. I think that is right and the gen
tleman from Iowa will bear me out. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KIRWAN. I yield to the gentle
man from Missouri. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. Does the gentle
man not agree with the fact that there 
are funds in the appropriations already 
made for the Indian Bureau ample to 
cover this item? 

Mr. KIRWAN. No, there are not, or 
·they would not be in here. 
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The CHAffiMAR The question is on 

the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Missouri [Mr. ARMSTRONG J. 

The amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read· as follows: 
For an additional amount, fiscal years 

1946 and 1947, for "United States High Com
missioner to the Philippine Islands," for 
payment of outstanding obligations, $1,548. 

Mr. POTTER. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. POTTER: On 

page 9, line 14, after the period insert: "Fish 
and Wildlife Service: . For an additional 
amount for further research and control of 
the sea lamprey in the Great Lakes area, 
$173,800." 

Mr. POTTER. Mr. Chairman, this is 
another sea lamprey day. A few weeks 
ago this House, in its wisdom, passed a 
bill increasing the authorization for re
search and control of the sea lamprey 
to $500,000 for this year. Unfortunately 
the authorization passed at a late date 
when we were unable to secure the 
funds in the regular appropriation bill. 
As a matter of fact, the President re
ceived and signed a bill a few days ago 
and it was impossible for us to appear 
before the subcomi:nittee handling this 
supplemental appropriation. Therefore 
it is with a great deal of reluctance that 
I come here today seeking additional 
funds that the House has already ap
proved in an authorization without 
prior consulting the committee and 
without having the committee have the 
benefit of hearings. 

In order to utilize the time as -best I 
can for some Members who have never 
seen a sea lamprey, this is a photograph 
in my hand showing the lamprey at
tached to one of our lake trout. In this 
jar is an adult lamprey. We call him 
Costello. He is slippery and he is a 
murderer of our fish in the Great Lakes. 

Mrs. CHURCH. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. P01TER. I yield to the gentle
woman from Illinois. 

Mrs. CHURCH. I wish to commend 
the gentleman for offering this amend
ment. I want to assure everyone who 
has lived on or near the Great Lakes that 
the lamprey eel has wrought destruction 
upon one of our greatest industries and 
that furthermore the work that has 
been done has proved effective. I com
mend . the gentleman. 

Mr. PO'ITER. I thank the gentle
woman from Illinois. 

It might be interesting to the Mem
bers of the committee if I would read a 
portion of the report that accompanied 
the authorization bill that the House 
recently passed. 

Prior to 1936 the normal production 
in Lake Michigan of lake trout was from 

·five to seven million pounds and had 
a value of approximately $3,000,000 per 
year. Since 1936 the catch has con
stantly decreased until at the present 
time in Lake Michigan, the value of the 
lake trout that was caught there last 
year was under $50,000. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. POTTER. I yield to the gentle
man from Mississippi. 

XCVII-654 

Mr. RANKIN. I want to say to the 
gentleman _froip. Michigan that I have 
studied this question considerably in the 
last few years. The lamprey eel is a 
poisonous reptile, and unless something 
is done to check their spread, in my 
opinion they are going to destroy the 
fish in every stream in the United 
States. 

Mr. PO'ITER. That is correct. 
Mr. RANKIN. Every fresh-water 

stream in the United States is being 
infested with this poisonous reptile, and 
they will probably destroy all the fish 

· in the country. 
Mr. POTTER. May I inform the gen

tleman that lampreys have been found 
in some of your southern waters. 

Mr. RANKIN. Let me say this to the 
gentleman from Michigan and to the 
House, that the lamprey eel is entirely 
different from the eels that you know. 
This is kind of a snake; it is poisonous. 
If it bites you it is likely to kill you. It 

· eats those fresh-water fish. It is de
. stroying the fish in the Great Lakes, and 
in many of the other · fresh-water 
streams of this country. 

Mr. POTTER. It sucks the blood out 
of the fish. It has an unusual life cycle 
and it is very difficult to combat under 
known experiments that we have had to 
date. · 

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. POTTER. I yield to the gentle
man from Michigan. 

Mr. DONDERO. I want to commend 
the gentleman also for bringing this to 
the attention of the House. I live on 
the Great Lakes. What you see in that 
jar is the reason you pay $2 and $2.50 
for a whitefish dinner. A whitefish is 
known in the Great Lakes section as the 
aristocrat of all fishes in that area. 

Mr. KERSTEN of Wisconsin. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr .. POTTER. I yield to the gentle:.. 
man from Wisconsin. 

Mr. KERSTEN of Wisconsin. I wish 
to compliment the gentleman also. We, 
who live on the other side of Lake Michi
gan, in Wisconsin, have the same prob
lem. I support the gentleman's amend
ment, and I think he is performing a 
service to the House and the country. 

Mr. POTTER. I thank the gentle
man. In case the committee should be 
concerned about the fact that the Com
mittee on Appropriations has not had a 
chance to hear the testimony from the 
representatives of the Fish and Wildlife 
Service, I recommend to the committee 
that they adopt this amendment so that 
it will go over to the other body where 
the Senate will have an opportunity to 
hold hearings and receive testimony 
from the Fish and Wildlife Service .. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge the adoption 
of the amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that all debate on 
this amendment and all amendments 
thereto close in 5 minutes, and that all 
Members be permitted to revise and ex
tend their remarks at this point. 

The CHAffiMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Missouri? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 

. KIRWAN). 

Mr. KIRWAN. Mr. Chairman, I am 
glad the gentleman from Michigan 
brought in pictures of the sea larr_prey so 
that the House could get a look at it. 
There is something I want to tell the 
committee. There is $188,000 in the 
Department of the Interior appropria
tion bill to eliminate the sea lamprey, 
and that is more than the Fish and Wild
life Service will be able to spend in the 
coming year. That is already in the bill. 
Neither the Bnreau of the Budget nor 
the Fish and Wildlife Service has asked 
for an extra dollar. They cannot, I do 
not believe, spend the amount of money 
we have a_llowed them. 

Here is something : want to tell you 
about the Interior Department appro
priation bill. The Fish and Wildlife 
Service is the only bureau in the De
partment of the Interior that we did not 
cut a nickel. We gave them every dime 
they asked for. :;: again repeat that 
there is $188,000 in the regular bill to 
try to destroy the sea lamprey. The 
Fish and Wildlife Service has not asked 
f :-r another dime, and in the coming 
year, I repeat, they cannot spend the 
amount of money we gave them. 

Mr. POTTER. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KIRWAN. I Jield to the gentle
man from Michigan. 

Mr. POTTER. It is my understand
ing that the reason the Fish and Wild
life Service did not come to you for these 
additional funds is that they were not 
authorized until we got our new authori
zation bill throcgh. It is also my un
derstanding that by getting this money 
now when they can utilize it this fall 
and for next spring they will be able to 
clean up their program on this matter 
and actually save money. 

Mr. KIRWAN. As chairman of the 
subcommittee having charge of that 
item, I will say that the Fish and Wild
life Service has not made a request for 
another dime, and we have $188,000 in 
the regular Interior appropriation bili 
for that purpose. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote. 
The CHAffiMAN. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Michigan [Mr. POTTER]. 

The question was taken; and on a di
vision (demanded by Mr. POTTER) there 
were-ayes 46, noes 88. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For an additional amount for "Salaries 

and expenses", $1,000,000. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, I 
off er an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. PHILLIPS: On 

page 9, strike out lines 22 and 23 and insert 
in lieu thereof 1;he following: "For an addi
tional amount, for monitoring activities, to . 
be· derived from funds previously appro
priated, $1,000,000." 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, a 
point of order. 
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Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, the 

reason for the request in line 23--
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I was 

on my feet asking to be recognized to 
submit a point of order. 

The CH.A'.IRMAN. The gentleman 
will state it. 

Mr. CANNON. The appropriation is 
from "funds previously approprfated" 
and therefore is tantamount to a reap
propriation. Under amendments to the 
rules of the House enacted in the Legis
lative Reorganization Act of 1946, re
.appropriations are not in order on gen
eral appropriation bills. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, all 
points of order have been waived against 
this bill. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Points of order have 
only been waived as to three specific 
items. I believe, Mr. Chairman, the 
point of order comes much too late. 

The CHAIRMAN. ,Does the gentle
man from California desire to be heard 
on the point of order? . 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, while 
I think the point of order comes too late, 
I will not raise that argument against it 
but would rather let the point of order 
be decided on .its merits. Since this 
money is already appropriated, covering 
the operations of the Communications 
Commission, I was not aware that it is 
subject to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. HARTL The 
Chair is ready to rule. 

The provision in the gentleman's 
amendment providing that the funds 
for monitoring activities are to be de
rived from funds previously appropri
ated is a violation of the Reorganization 
Act, and therefore the Chair sustains 
the point of order. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
A~ndmen+, offered by Mr. PHILLIPS: on 

page 9, strike out lines 22 and 23. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, it 
should read lines 20, 21, 22, and 23. · I 
ask unanimous consent that the amend
ment may be corrected accordingly. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
California? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, my 

inclusion of the words, against which the 
point of order was sustained, was entirely 
for psychological reasons, so that there 
might appear in the bill the intent of the 
Congress; so that there would be no 
question as to what we really were trying 
to do. Striking out those words makes 
no material difference. I have now sub
mitted an amendment to strike out lines 
20, 21, 22, and 23, which would take out 
the $1,000,000 and have it understood, by 
what I am saying now, and by the action 
of the House upon the amendment, it 
is the intention of the Congress that 
$1,000,000 shall be spent for the monitor
ing activities of the Federal Communica
tions Commission as requested by that 
agency, but that we should not provide 
additional money. The Federal Com
munications Commission should use the 
money which had been appropriated to it, 
and which is already available to it. If 
that money is not enough, there is ample 

time to come back when the FCC 
comes up the next time, or in a supple
mental appropriation in January. In 
the meantime, I would ask you to listen 

·to a few figures. Mr. Chairman, what 
this agency wants for this very important 
function, which is much more important 
than some of the other things it does, is 
186 additional positions, which in money 
amounts to $604,45~. In addition, other 
items involving travel, transportation, 
communication and so on, to the total 
amount requested of $1,304,000. We 
allowed $1,000,000. I think you will 
agree that the Federal Communications 

. Commission offices are amply staff ed. 
By dropping off a matter of some 350 
employees, or letting 350 employees pres
ently employed work upon this much 
more important feature of the work, the 
FCC has the money from the funds al
ready appropriated, without additional 
money being appropriated. I suggest 
today that we follow the well-expressed 
intent of the Congress on many occa
sions, of keeping down additional person
nel, and let the agencies do the impor
tant war work with the people they have 
without constantly adding people for 
every- little additional authority which 
may be added because of the war emer
gency. So I ask for an aye vote upon 
the motion to cut out the money with 
the understanding that the work is to be 
done, but is to be paid for out of funds 
amply and previously appropriated. 

Mr. CANNONu . Mr,, Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that all debate on 
this amendment and all amendments 
thereto close in 5 minutes, and that all 
Members may have the right to extend 
their remarks at this point. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Missouri? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I rise 

in opposition to the amendment. 
· Mr. Chairman, it is very seldom that 

I disagree with my able and distinguished 
friend from California . [Mr. PHILLIPS] 
but certainly the cold hard facts at this 
time warrant a disagreement. 

As the gentleman correctly stated, the 
Federal Communications Commission 
sought a purely national defense request 
of $1,340,000. We cut it approximately 
30 percent. Now, what are the facts and 
what are those funds for? They are 
not regular peacetime activities. · They 
want to set up four different monitoring 
stations; two in Alaska, one in Puerto 
Rico, and one in Arizona. They want 
to buy some additional mobile equip
ment, to go not only in the District of 
Columbia but to every other city in the 
United States where monitoring is neces
sary. As I told you earlier today, right 
in the District of Columbia within the 
past few months, through this.specialized 
equipment they caught a clandestine sta
tion that was sending short-wave mes
sages to the iron-curtain countries. This 
equipment will cost in round figures 
$500,000. This House is not going to 
deny that amount of money for national 
defense. Look at all these foreign sta
tions that are beaming toward the United 
States information that must be moni
tored. In addition to that five hundred 
thousand they wanted enough money to 

pay 155 ·employees. By giving them only 
$1,000,000 they can buy that equipment 
for $500,000 and have about 90 or 95 
new employees. 

For this same activity in World War II, 
what did this Congress do for them? 
This is very important work. Make no 
mistake about that. For the year 1942 

. we gave them 1,038 employees to do this 
monitoring work. In 1943 we gave them 
1,305 employees. In 1944 they had 1,723 
for doing this work that we are now ask
ing you to give them less than 100 em
ployees. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? · 

Mr. THOMAS. I yield to the gentle
man from Georgia. 

Mr. COX. Do I understand the gen
tleman to take the position that the FCC 
now has 1300 employees? 

Mr. THOMAS. Oh, no; I would not 
say that. 
. Mr. COX. How many employees do 
they have? · 

Mr. THOMAS. I am saying to the 
gentleman from Georgia that in 1944 
during World War II they had 1723 em~ 
ployees doing this work called monitor
ing. 

· Mr. COX. What .is the total number 
of employees in the Federal Communica
tions Commission? 

Mr. THOMAS. They wanted $6.~00,-
000 for 1952, which would give them 
about 1,200 employees. That was re
duced by $700,000. 

Mr. COX. What is the total number 
of employees? 

Mr!' THOMAS. Less than 1,200 in the 
entire Commission. They had for this 
monitoring alone 1,723 employees during 
World War II. 

Mr. COX. Will the ge.ntleman permit 
me to say that knowing the Federal 
Communications Commission as I know 
it, if their monitoring work is to return 
dividends, you had better begin now to 
revamp and restaff the Commission. 

Mr. THOMAS. I will say to my dis
tinguished friend that we have insisted 
and insisted for the last 3 years on a 
complete reorganization of the Federal 
Communications Commission. 

We directed that they spend $25,000 
of their own funds for that study and 
.finally, less than 60 days ago, they em
ployed some firm to do that reorganiza
tion. 

Mr. Chairman, this is a reasonable re
quest. We cut their budget approxi
mately 30 percent. · I hope my distin
guished friend from Californ.ia will not 
press his motion. 

Mr. COX. Of course the gentleman 
from California is serious; he not only 
ought to press it, but this committee 
should adopt it. 

Mr. THOMAS. That is just a differ
ence of opinion. I think under the cir
cumstances that this work should be 
done. If it is not done you are going to 
find some espionage work going on for 
which we may be sorry. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 
. Mr. THOMAS. I yield. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. ·1 ·not only press it, 
but the gentleman knows they have so 
many employees down there now that 
they already have too many. 
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Mr. THOMAS. The gentleman knows 

· too much about that agency to make 
that statement seriously. Nothing like 
that ever came up in the committee. 
There is no man on the tloor who wants 
to economize more than I do where it 
can be done without destroying the use-
· fulness of an agency. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from California [Mr. PHILLIPS]. 

The question was taken; and on a 
division <demanded by Mr. THOMAS) 
there were ayes 81, noes 73. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

OPERATING EXPENSES 
For an additional amount for "Operating 

expenses, General Services Administration", 
$2,500,000. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, I 
offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as fallows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. PHILLIPS: On 

page 10, line 19, strike out lines 19, 20, and 
21. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, the 
two amendments which follow, this 
being the tlrst, on page 10, line 21, strik
ing out "$2,500,000", the second .on page 
11, line 17, striking out "$21,389,000," 
ask you to answer the question: Did you 
mean it when you voted to reduce em
ployment in the Federal agencies? 

All of you have received a list of the 
increasing number of employees. Begin
ning in January with 2,242,000, in June, 
the number had risen to 2,489,000-in 
the month of June 'alone an increase of 
250 employees or more per day. 

Did you mean it when you wanted us 
in the Jensen amendment and the Fer
guson amendment to reduce the num
ber of employees in Government? If you 
did, then an aye vote on this amend
ment and the one which fallows will in
dicate that. Tbe item now before you 
allows an additional amount of money 
for utilities for the space which the 
General Services expect to supply to new 
employees who will be added to the agen
cies between now and the end of the 
year. The one on page 11 adds addi
tional tloor space for agencies and em
ployees which will be added between 
now and the end of the year. So that if 
you wish to keep the agencies as they 
are, or better yet, to reduce the agencies, 
then you vote "aye" upon both of these 
amendments. 

It is a very simple matter. · Any of you 
can go into the agencies and see for 
yourselves. Anyone can talk to people 
from the agencies who will willingly talk 
to you off the record, and will tell you 
that many of these agencies could be 
operated better with an immediate 25 
percent reduction. I could cite thre,.:i or 
four agencies with which I am person
ally familiar where the actual daily 
work would be better done, more com
petently done, more efficiently done, with 
fewer employees. 

That is all there is in the amendment. 
If you mean you want less employees in 
the Federal agency you certainly do not 
intend to buy thei:n more floor space and 
provide more money for utilities. 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I yield to the gen
tleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. It appears 
to me if we permit this to stay in the 
bill it means we did not mean what we 
said in four or five dif!erent measures 
just a few weeks ago, that the Jensen 
and Ferguson amendments should pre
vail. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I agree with the gen
tleman and I think it would be an in
vitation to try to fill the additional 
space. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that all debate on 
the pending amendment and all amend
ments thereto close in 5 minutes, and 
that Members m~y have permission to 
extend their remarks at this point in the 
RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
,lo the request of the gentleman from 
JAissouri? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I 

rise in oppo&ition to the pending amend. 
ment. 

Mr. Chairman, there was an estimate 
submitted to the committee of $3,050,-
000. The committee granted $2,500,000, 
a cut of $550,000. 

This has nothing to do with personnel. 
· These are fixed items and they are as 
follows: Increase in · rental rates. 
There is not a man on this tloor who has 
not noticed in the newspapers in the 
last 60 to 90 days. that in- a ·good many 
of the larger cities and in a good many 
of the medium sized towns rental rates 
are going up to private industry as well 
as to the Government. No one can 
doubt that. We have also noticed 
where utility rates are going up: You 
have noticed it not only in your own 
home town but you have noticed it in 
the District of Columbia and in the other 
cities throughout the country. 

This estimate wa& based upon $2,100,-
000 for increased rental rates. Those 
rates have gone up anywhere from 10 to 
15 percent, in some instances 17 percent. 
You have an increase in utility rates of 
$210,000. Then there is soap, brooms, 
mops, and all other supplies and ma
terials that go into every building re
gardless of whether it is operated !Jy the 
Government or by private industry. All 
these increased costs are fixed costs. We 
cut this by $500,000. 

If you want the Government to vio
late its obligations on fixed contracts, 
and send the landlords over to the Court · 
of Claims in order to get their money, 
and of course, they will, because this is 
for fixed obligations by the United States, 
then vote for this amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, this is no place to cut. 
We have already trimmed this perhaps 
mor·e than it should have been cut, but 
it is a fixed obligation. 

Mr. WIGGLESWORTH. Mr. Chair
man, will the gentleman yi~ld? 

Mr. THOMAS . . I yield to the gentle
man from Massachusetts. 

Mr. WIGGLESWORTH. Why was 
this not included in the regular bill-the 
rent increases, and so forth? 

Mr. THOMAS. I cannot answer that. 
I wanted to know myself. They came 
back with the reason that they did not 
have the justification ready when the 

1952 budget was being "considered and 
that costs of rent, utilities, and equip
ment have increased since the budget 
was up for consideration. 

You must remember , that the esti
mates for the budget for 1952, that we 
just passed last week, were made almost 
12 months ago; in July and August of ' 
last year. That is the answer. 

Mr. WIGGLESWORTH. Is all this 
for rental inside of the District of Co
lumbia? 

Mr. THOMAS. Inside and outside, I 
will say to my friend from Massachu
setts; inside and outside of the District 
of Columbia. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from California [Mr. PHILLIPS]. 

The question was taken; and on a divi
sion <demanded by Mr. THOMAS) there 
were-ayes 85, noes 59. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CHELF. Mr. Chairman, I move 

that the Committee do now rise. 
The motion was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

EMERGENCY OPERATING EXPENSES 
For necessary emergency expenses of the 

General Services Administration not other
wise provided for, for operation, mainte-

. nance, protection, repair, alterations, and 
improvements of public buildings and 
grounds to the extent that such buildings 
and grounds are under the control of the 
General Services Administration for such 
purposes as are provided for in Public Law 
152, Eighty-first Congress, as amended; rental 
of buildings or parts thereof in the District 
of Columbia and elsewhere, including re
pairs, alterations, and improvements neces
sary for proper use by the Government with
out regard to section 322 of the act of June 
30, 1932, as amended (40 U. S. C. 278a); 
restoration of leased premises; moving Gov
ernment agencies in connection with the 
assignment, allocation, and transfer of build
ing space; furnishings and equipment; pro
tection of vital records; and payment of per 
diem employees employed in connection with 
any of the foregoing functions at rates ap
proved by the Administrator of General Serv
ices or his designee, not exceeding current 
rates for similar services in places where such 
services are employed, $21,389,000: Provided, 
That of this amount, such sums as may be 
determined by the General Services Admin
istrator to be necessary may be paid into 
other appropriations of the General Serv
ices Administration only for purposes of 
accounting: Provided further, That no part 
of this appropriation shall be available to 
effect the moving of Government agencies 
from the District of Columbia to accomplish 
the dispersal of departmental functions. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, I 
off er an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. PHILLIPS: On 

page 10, line 22, strike out the language 
beginning on . line 22 on page 10 through 
line 25 on page 11. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, I can 
make this very short by saying that the 
same argument that applied to the last 
amendment will apply to this, only 
more strongly, because, while the last 
covered utilities, which if we had had 
the space would necessarily have been 
supplied, this is for the space itself. I 
have never seen why so much space 
should be acquired in the city of Wash
ington at high rents, the renting of 
penthouses, the renting of expensiva 
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apartments. I am fully convinced that 
a reduction in the number of employees 
would make unnecessary this amount of 
money and that, if that were not so, th.e 
future is ample time to co.nsider it. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that all · debate on 
this amendment and all amendments 
thereto close in 5 minutes, the time to 
be reserved to the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the rec~uest of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I ·have 

· no misgivings as to the attitude and the 
feelings of my colleagues at this hour 
and I am not going to harangue you too 
long. All your committee did was to cut 
this appropriation by 50 percent; that 
is all, just 50 percent. Now, carrying on 
and taking care of the new employees of 
1952 that were not on the payroll at 
the close of the fiscal year 19.:>l, they esti
mate that number at 57,000. 

I asked the distinguished gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. MAE;ONJ a few minutes 
ago, whose committee has charge of the 
armed services, how many white-collar 
workers they had in the 1952 bill over 
and above what they had in the 1951 bill, 
and he came up with an approximate 
figure ot eighty to eighty-five thousand. 
If that figure is incorrect we will be glad 
to correct it in the RECORD. 

You will recall they cut the civilian 
personnel not 10 percent, if I remember 
correctly. The armed services have 
&bout 90 percent of all of this increase 
in personnel. So here it is. You have 
given them 50 percent of what they 
asked. 

Mr. COTTON. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? . 

Mr. THOMAS. I yield to the gentle
man from New Hampshire. 

Mr. COTTON. The gentleman, of 
course, is bearing in mind that later in 
this same bill they asked for $12,500,000 
more, and got $10,000,000 for the same 
purpose. This is later in the bill, at 
page 29. 

Mr. THOMAS. No. I will say to 
my friend that this is for the old, regu
lar line agencies, the post office in the 
gentleman's home town and the post 
office in my hoi:ne town. This is for 
items we have carried year in and year 
OU~ . . 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. THOMAS. I yield to the gentle-
man from · California. . 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I want to correct 
myself as well as any other statement. 
On page 29, under the emergency activ
ities, there is an appropriation of $10,-
000,000 for the purpose to which I 
think the gentleman alluded. 

Mr. THOMAS. No; that is the NPA 
activities. It does not have anything to 
do with this. 

Mr. Chairman, we have cut it 50 per
cent. You are going to have 12,000 to 
20,000 employees without any space now. 
If you want to do that, I am not going 
to quibble with you, but I think it is my 
duty to tell you that we have cut it 50 
percent. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote. 

. The CHAIRMAN.· The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from California [Mr. PHILLil"sJ. 

The question was taken; and on a divi
sion (demanded by Mr. THOMAS) there 
were-ayes 114, noes 78. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For expenses necessary to .carry out the 

purposes of the National Science Foundatiol'l. 
Act of 1950 (42 U.S. C. 1861-1875), including 
services as authorized by section 15 of the 
act of August 2, 1946 (5 U.S. C. 55a), at rates 
not to exceed $50 per diem for individuals; 
purchase (not to exceed one) and hire of 
passenger motor vehicles; and reimburse
:ment of the General Services Administration 
for security guard services; $300,000, 

Mr. HESELTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. · Chairman, the remarks during 
general debate of the gentleman from 
Tennessee · [Mr. PRIEST] with referenc~ 
to the amount recommended for the Na
tional Science Foundation pointed up a 
~ondition which could result in a very 
serious situation in terms of the ad· 
vancement of science, particularly of 
basic research, in this country. 

I do not want my remarks on this sub
ject to be interpreted as in any way 
critical of the subcommittee because of 
its recommendation. · I can fully under
stand why the program in quite general 

· terms might seem to be one which could 
be deferred, .par.ticularly with the pres
sure upon the Appropriations Committee 
for favorable action with regard to 
enormous sums of money in other opera
tions of the Government. However, I 
do hope that .further facts will be de
veloped rapidly and will be of such a 
nattire that they will present· a convinc
ing case of the urgency that exists as to 
the immediate future of the National 
Science Foundation. 

In his budget, the President requested 
$14,000,000; the committee has reported 
out $300,000, a reduction of $13, 700,000, 
or 98 percent. 

The two major items were $5,060,000 
for fellowships and $8,155,000 for the 
support of basic research. 

. If this recommendation of $300,000 is 
finally passed it will necessarily postpone 
these two programs for at least another 
year. The $300,000 recommended will 
not even permit the Foundation to or
ganize a capable planning staff. I am 

• most fearful that it will tend to discour
age the National Science Board, which is 
made up of outstanding leaders, as well 
as other scientific groups whose willing
ness to coope1:ate in the initial develop
ment of the program has been excellent. 

I would like to discuss briefly some of 
the facts with reference to the first re
quest for fellowships. Obviously it would 
affect directly the scientific manpower 
situation. It was planned to have 1,400 
first year fellowships at an average of 
$2,000 and a total cost of $2. 800,000; 400 
second-year fellowships at an average 
cost of $2,300 and a total cost of $920,000; 
200 third-year fellowships at an average 
cost of $2,500 and a total cost of $500,-
000; 100 postdoctoral fellowships at an 
average cost of $3,500 and a total cost of 
$350,000. Consequently, there would be 
2,100 of these· fellowships at an· average 

of $2,176 and a total cost of $4,570,000. 
An addition.al $400,000 was the cost of 
testing and selecting. 

There is a critical need for trained 
scientists and engineers now. The want 
ad columns of the daily press prove this. 
It is a known fact that the graduates of 
our colleges and universities are engaged 
by industry just as soon as they have 
finished their education. 
. The engineer's joint council, represent
ing almost ·all engineers in the United 
States, has estimated that engineering 
graduates will decline from 50,000 in 1950 
to 17 ,000 in 1954. The demand for new 
engineers in 1954 for defense work alone 
will exceed 30,000. 

A very similar shortage exists in con
nection with science graduates. 

It is reliably reported that 25 percent 
of the best · graduates from our univer
sities and colleges are prevented from 

· continuing their studies solely by reason 
of lack of funds. · This is the equivalent 
of 8,000 lost scientists annually. 

In connection with the basic research 
support program it is clear that this 
should not be postponed. Progress in 
many fields has been and is being ham
pered for lack of basic knowledge. For 
instance, this applies to aircraft design, 
jet engine metallurgy, guided missile de
velopment, liquid fuel production, mili- · 
tary medicine, and atomic power. This 
kind of research, although it is being 
done to some extent, should be substan
tially increased now. 

The various groups which have studied 
our over-all needs have recommended
far greater expenditures than were con
tained in the budget request of $14,000,-
000. 

The Bush report proposed $500,000,000 
to be spent in the first 10 years. 

The Steelman report recommended a 
national expenditure of $250,000,000 by 
1957 and indicated that at least 1 per
cent of the national · income would be 
wisely used for basic research. 

The Bureau of the Budget recom·
mended an initial expenditure of $25,-
000,000 a year for this purpose. It in
dicated that this amount could be spent 
wisely during the first year. 

I think that no informed person will 
deny that at this very moment basic re
search is in the same category as criti
cally needed copper or mangane.se or any 
other vital mineral in short supply. 

This country must maintain its sci
entific and technical supremacy if it is 
to hope to succeed in the effort to pre
serve peace or to win any war which is 
·waged against us. It is also vitally im
portant to continue our progress in sci
entific and technical fields if we are to 
maintain the high standards of living 
in this country. The best opinion I have 
is that the latest report of estimated ex
penditures in Russia was in 1947 when 
tha~ country spent over $1,000,000,000, 
for scientific research. and education. 
Surely no one would question the prob
ability that the expenditures in Russia 
since that date have been at least at no 
less an annual rate. 

World War II was the first war in his
tory to be affected decisively by new 
weapons developed· after the .outbreak of 
hostilities. Vannevar Bush called this 
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"the most significant military fact of our 
decade." Basic research leading to the 
atom bomb could not even begin until 
discovery of neutron in 1933. Nuclear 
fission was not discovered until 1939. 
The first bomb was exploded less than 6 
years later. This almost unbelievable 
speed in utilizing basic knowledge is typi
cal of existing technology and must be 
reckoned with as a cold hard fact. 

I think that it is too often overlooked 
that the pressure is constantly upon out
standing scientists to abandon their work 
in basic research in order to take lucra-

. tive employment in applied research. 
The Congress recognized this when it 
created the National Science Foundation 
but it only began on the task of solving 
the :Problem involved. We niust take 
satisfactory and sound action before it 
is too late. 

Finally, I would like to summarize 
briefly the background and reasons for 
the program the Foundation would like 
to undertake in this current fiscal year. 
I believe sincerely that if Congress gives 
its ultimate approval to the program 
there is every reason to believe that it 
can succeed. 

In connection with the research policy 
development and services, it requested 
funds for the fallowing purposes: 
Development of a national science 

policy-------------------------- $50, 000 
Dissemination of scientific informa-

tion---------------------------- !85, 000 
Maintenance of the National Scien- · 

tific Register _________________ -- 156, 000 
Support of the Interdepartmental 

Committee on Scientific Research 
and Development________________ 26, 000 

Operating costs of the Foundation-- 268, 000 

Total---------------------- 785,000 

The National Science Foundation Act 
contains the authorization and direc
tion to the Foundation in section 3 (a) 
(1) "to develop and encourage the pur
suit of a national policy for the promo
tion of basic research and education in 
the sciences." I know that the Foun
dation regards this function as a pri
mary responsibility. Such a policy must 
be compounded of many ingredients. 
It must draw on the thinking of a wide 
variety of leaders in the scientific dis
ciplines and of outstanding laymen 
whose experience has given them knowl
edge and understanding of scientific 
research. Much of the planning of a 
national science policy would be done 
by the members of the National Science 
Board and the staff of the Foundation. 
To supplement the board and the staff, 
the Foundation is authorized to estab
lish special commissions to make com
prehensive surveys of research, both 
public and private, recommending to 
the Foundation an over-all research 
program in the field of the survey. 

The ~oard has stated that it expected 
tliat at least two such commissions 
would be appointed and commence de
liberations in the coming fiscal year. 
Finally, the advice and comment of or
ganized scientific groups, including pro
fessional societies and conferences, and 
the published thinking of individuals 
must be considered and utilized where 
p0ttineut. 

For research support it is proposed to 
furnish grants, contracts, and other 
arrangements for basic research in the 
sciences distributed among the fallowing 
major classifications: 
Medical sciences ________________ $1, 300, 000 
Biological sciences-------~------ 2, 600, 000 
Mathematical, physical, and en-

gineering sciences--------~--- · 3, 913, 000 
Operating cost---------·------- 342, 000 

Total ___________________ 8, 155,000 

Major responsibility is derived from 
section 3 (a) (2), which authorizes and 
directs the foundation "to initiate and 
support basic scientific research in the 
mathematical, physical, medical, bio
logical, engineering. and other sciences, 
and to appraise the impact of research 
upon industrial development and upon 
the general welfare.'' 

The leading economic, industrial, and 
military position of the United States is 
due in large part to the technological 
ability of the American people. Our real 
genius as a nation has been the power 
to convert scientific knowledge into prac
tical utility. Evidence of this is found on 
every hand, in industry, in business, in 
public health, and, during two world 
wars, in our military power. It is fun
damental to our high standard of living, 

By and large, however, it is only re .. 
cently that the country has come to 
recognize that technological advances 
are .made possible only · through the ap;,. 
plication of fundamental scientific 
knowledge alre~dy known. This· funda
mental knowledge has been a heritage 
available to us from the accumulated 
findings of science all over the world. 
We drew heavily upon this stockpile 
during the war, very seriously depleting 
it. Since research has very nearly come 
to a standstill in most other countries, 
the replenishment of this stockpile now 
rests chiefly in our own hands. Certain
ly, among the western nations the re
sponsibility is ours, and it is indeed a 
grave one. 

The funds requested for the training 
of scientific manpower would establish a 
fellowship program which would aug
ment scientific manpower essential for 
the progress of science, the national wel
fare, and the national defense. The to
tal estimate is as follows: 
Fellowship program ____________ $4, 970, 000 
Operating costs of the founda-

tion ------------------------- 90, 000 
Total ____________________ 5,060,000 

Under section 3 (a) (4) of the act 
the Foundation is authorized "to award 
scholarships and graduate fellowships in 
the mathematical, physical, medical, bio
logical, engineering, and other sciences." 

The present need for a graduate fel
lowship program arises from the follow
ing facts: 

First. The continued industrial prog. 
ress of the Nation is dependent on an 
adequate supply of traine<l scientists and 
technicians. 

Second. In time of national emer
gency, the need for trained scientists 
and technicians is greater than usual. 
Industry must continue its normal re
search and development program at a 
reasonable level; scientists in academic 

institutions must to a large extent con
tinue teaching and research; yet the 
Nation must enormously expand its ef
forts in research and developmen·t in 
support of the military program. 

Third. Training of graduate students 
to the doctorate level is necessary to pro
vide scientists who will be most produc
tive in terms of ideas and additions to 
our -store of basic knowledge in the sci
ences. The 3 years of postgraduate study 
necessary for a doctorate permit the 
student to attain a level of proficiency 
which enables him to engage in original 
and independent research. Generally 
speaking, it is here that our leaders in 
research are trained. 

Fourth. A graduate fellowship pro
gram will increase the total capacity of 
science for all purposes, including in
dustrial progress and national defense. 

I urgently recommend that these and 
all the other facts about the develop
ment of this program be given the most 
sympathetic consideration by this Con
gress before we reach the final decision 
as to funds for the Foundation. 

The Clerk read as fallows: 
For expenses necessary for the Defense 

Transport Administration, including ex
penses of attendance at meetings concerned 
with the purposes of this appropriation, 
$2,750,000. 

Mr. COTTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that the titles begin
ning on line 7, page 27, Department of 
the Interior, Federal Security Agency, 
Department of Agriculture, Department 
of Labor, Housing and Home Finance 
Agency, and Department of Justice, down 
to line 11 on page 29 be considered en 
bloc for the purposes of offering an 
amendment affecting all of those titles. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, that is 
satisfactory. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
New Hampshire? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as fallows: 
For expenses necessary to enable the De

partment of Justice to carry out its func
tions under the Defense Production Act of 
1950, as amended, including expenses of at
tendance at meetings concerned with the 
purposes of this appropriation, $150,000. 

Mr. COTTON. Mr. Chairman, I ofi'.er 
£n amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. CoTroN: Page 

27, line 7, strike out all the language there
aft er on page 27, page 28, and page 29, down 
through and including line 11 on page 29. 

Mr. COTTON. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment takes from the bill appro
priations made for the Department of 
the Interior, the Federal Security Ad
ministration, Department of Agriculture, 
Department of Labor, Housing and 
Home Finance, and the Department of 
Justice, a sum total of something over 
$9,000,000. Each of these appropria
tions is for the necessary expenses to 
enable the Department to carry out its 
functions under the Defense Production 
Act. 

Almost every one of these Departments 
has come in for additional mon~y. i .. 1 ad
dition to the money they received· i_n the 
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last appropriation bill, to carry on the 
regular functions of these old-line De
partments. They have received this 
money. Now they are asking for added 
employees for the purpose of perform- . 
ing the functions that they are expected 
to perform in cooperation ·With the spe
cial agencies downtown. Ninety-six 
riore people in the Department of Agri
culture; 334 in the Department of the 
interior; 152 in the Department of La
bor; 33 in the Department of Justice; 
134 in Federal Security; and so on. 

Let it be clearly understood, Mr. Chair
man, it may be necessary for them to 
have some more money, but they do not 
have to have it today. Let us give them 
a chance to see if they cannot absorb 
these extra duties as other citizens ab
sorb duties placed upon them on account 
of the war emergen~y. 

Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 
. Mr. COTTON. I yield to the gentle
man from Indiana. 

Mr. HALLECK. I merely want to 
commend the gentleman for offering this 
amendment, and express the hope that it 
will be adopted by the Committee. The 
gentleman has pointed out that if the 
money is needed it can be given to them 
later, but at the moment these agencies 
ought to be able to get along and do a 
lot .of this added responsibility without 
coming here for ·additional funds. I 
trust the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. COTTON. And may I add they 
should come before the committee that 
has given them the money in the main 
budget, and who know exactly their sit
uation, rather than to take this oppor
tunity to get some more money and some 
more employees. 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COTTON. I yield to the gentle
man from Minnesota. 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. The gen
tleman is entirely correct in relation to 
the Department of Agriculture. We on 
the minority side of the Committee on 
Agriculture had no idea that there would 
be any items of that nature presented. 
In this bill items were put back in prac
tically the same amounts that we struck 
out on the floor. Certainly the gentle
man is absolutely correct when he says 
that much of this is simply duplication 
of what we have already rejected. · 

Mr. HORAN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. COTTON. I yield to the gentle
man from Washington. 

Mr. HORAN. I wish to say to the 
H .... use that this supplemental bill nulli
fies the action of the subcommittee rep
resenting this House after 3 or 4 months 
of hard labor. It puts back in all of the 
items that we considered very seriously 
for several months. It nullifies the Work 
of the House. 

Mr. COTTON. I call attention to the 
fact that the Department of Commerce, 
which includes NPA, is not included in 
this amendment. The other depart
ments may come back to us and justify 
additional funds, but let us dole out the 
people's money in homopathic doses. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from New Hampshire has ex
pired. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that all debate on 
this amendment and all amendments 
thereto close in 5 minutes, and that 
Members may have leave to extend their 
remarks at this point. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Missouri? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I rise 

in opposition to the amendment. 
Mr. Chairman, let us get back; to sanity 

for just a minute. 
These provisions are for defense pro

duction. We won the last war through 
production, and if we win the next war 
we must win it through production. 
Nothing could. be more important. 
Nothing could be more vital to nation:>..! 
defense than ihis program. 

The regular committees in the regular 
bills provided the amounts they consid
ered necessary for the regular work . 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. Chair
man, if the gentleman will ~·ield, that 
does not apply to our group on Agricul
ture; we were not consulted in any way. 

Mr. CANNON. I am speaking of the 
regular bills. 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. The gen
tleman previously today, if I recall cor
rectly, said that all these items were re
ferred to the various subcommittees. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman entire
ly misunderstands me. 

Mr: H. CARL ANDERSEN. I ask the 
gentleman to read the record of what he 
said. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman en
tirely misunderstands my statement. 
My statement is that the original supply 
bills, the original appropriations, made 
by the regular committees for the regular 
work-if the committee did their duty, 
and I think they did-gave them only 
enoug:1 for the regular activities of their 
respective services. Then thP war pro
gram comes along and says "We need ad
ditional service in order to speed up pro
duetion." . If the regular committees in 
the regular bill did their duty and pro
vided no more than enough for the nor
mal service, then it is necessary when 
we require additional service for emer
gency war production to give them extra 
money for that extra purpose; that is 
all. this bill does. 

Mr. HORAN. · Mr. Chairman, will the 
gen ~leman yield? 

Mr. CANNON. I yield to my colleague 
from Washington. 

Mr. HORAN. The Department of Ag
riculture, to state one instance, told us 
when we began cur hearings that they 
would absorb the defense production 
work within the Department and we 
were expecting them to do that; and I 
know that the action of the subcommit
tee indicates that they were aware of 
that fact because they state in the re
port that this can be absorbed. In this 
bill, of course, the Department of Ag
riculture is given only a small amo-:.mt. 
There is no justification, though, that . 
appears in the record that they need this 
additional fund. 

Mr. WHITTEN. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CANNON. -I yield to the gentle
man from Mississippi, chairman of the 

Subcommittee on Agricultural Appro
priations having jurisdiction of the mat
ter referred to. 

Mr. WHITTEN. There is not any 
money that is included in this bill that 
replaces one single nickel that was taken 
out of the regular bill. The Washington 
office of the Department of Agriculture 
is the claimant for materials of various 
kinds, farm equipment, and all those 
kinds of things. In addition they have 
certain other duties that were assigned 
to them which did not appear in our 
regular bill. 

I may say that the $150,000 was added 
for the .. BAE~ the Bureau of Agricultural -
Economics;-was added to this after it 
was found that the Department of Labor 
had several hundred thousands of dol
lars for the Bureau of Labor Statistics 
for work that would be used in connec
tion with pr.ice control and for other 
purposes. In view of that I felt that I 
should ask the committee to turn back 
and add the $150,000 so that there might 
be some comparative study of farm 
prices and wages and other facts that 
are so important in the establishment of 
costs. 

Insofar as the Department of Agri
culture is concerned, at my request, this 
committee reduced the request, if you 
will,- from $500,000-plus to $290,000; 
and I want to say again that there is 
not a nickel here which wa3 turned down 
by my committee. I wrote the provi
sion of this· bill which requires that any 
defense ~rk over and above that in
cluded here shall be done by such De
partment with its regular funds and 
personnel. 

In conclusion I tell you this is a na
tional-defense-production problem and 
we will be unwise not to recognize it as 
such. 

Mr. HORAN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yieid? 

Mr. WHITTEN. I yield. 
Mr. HORAN. The gentleman, of 

course, will recall that about 10 days 
ago we were in our joint conference re
quested by the Senate to increase BAE 
by $150,000 in the regular appropriation 
bill because of the very arguments the. 
gentleman is urging now. To grant the 
amount in this bill would mean a total 
increase of $300,000. 

Mr. WHITTEN. That is one of the 
problems of doing this national-defense 
work through your regular departments. 
We spent a hundred times this much in 
one big single set-up in the last war 
and while this is a much better method 
and probably one-tenth as expensive we 
should not cut below the level of safety. 

The CHAIRMAN. The nuestion is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from New Hampshire. 

The question was taken; and on a divi
sion (demanded by Mr. CANNON) there 
were-ayes 114, noes 75. · 

So the · amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

ECONOMIC STABILIZATION AGENCY 

SALARIES AND EXPENSF.S 

For expenses necessary for the Economic 
Stabilization Agency, including hire of pas
senger motor vehicles; not to exceed $5,000 
for emergency and extraordinary expenses, 
to be expended under thl direction Of the 
Administrator for such purposes as he deems 
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proper, and his determination thereon shall 
be final and conclusive; and expenses of 
attendance at meetings concerned with the 
purposes of this appropriation; $127,600,000. 

Mr .. SCHWABE. Mr. Chairman, I of
f er an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. SCHWABE: On 

page 29, line 21; strike out "$127,600,000" 
and insert "$75,000,000." 

Mr. SCHWABE. Mr. Chairman, 'this 
is a comparatively new agency, yet they 
came in and asked the committee orig
inally for $141,830,000. I would call your 
attention to the fact that my amend
ment simply reduces this amount by 
$52,600,000. 

We only have 4 months to run, so to. 
speak, until the Congress is in session 
again. We can find out at that time 
how this outfit is getting along and what 
they are doing, whether they need more 
money or not, or whether we ought to 
cut them out altogether. 

I call your attention further to the 
fact that the budget estimate and fig
ures show that there are 29 people which 
they ask for at salaries of $10,000 or more 
each, and 209 in the other group of $10,-
000 or more each, and a total of 526 peo
ple at $9,000 or more. 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN~ Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SCHWABE. I yield to the gen
tleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Is it pos
sible that they have more people than 
Members of Congress drawing over $10,-
000 a year in this appropriation? 

Mr. SCHWABE. Absolutely. . 
;Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. That is 

something to think about. 
Mr. SCHWABE. Five hundred and 

twenty-six is what they asked for. 
If you will look at page 44 of the com

mittee report you will see these words: 
An appropriation of $600,000 is· therefore 

recommended, a reduction of $50,000 in the 
budget estimates. 

So they went down through and did 
give them some reduction. But look at 
the next item, "Office of Price Stabili
zation," $97,000,000, a reduction of 
$8,500,000. 

Then down the next paragraph in the 
committee's report: 

The estimates envisage the employment 
of 19,00.0 persons, 15,900 in the field and the 
remainder in the central office by Decem
ber 31, 1951. At the present time there ,are 
10,700 employees on the rolls. 

As a matter of fact, we should be 
aware of just throwing the people's 
money away for any such purpose as 
this. I hope the amendment will pre
vail. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. SCHWABE. I yield to the gen
tleman from Iowa. 

Mr. JENSEN. I know on very goc:l 
authority that Eric Johnston tried to 
hold the employees of this department 
down to 7 ,000, -and Michael DiSalle in
sisted on 30,000. 

Mr. SCHWABE. I am not surprised. 
I do not know anything about the facts 
on this point, but I know they are likely 
to do i:i. better job if we do not have 
them · overcrowded and overstaffed, 

· Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that all debate on 
this amendment and all amendments 
thereto close ip. 5 minutes, and that all 
Members may have permission to ex
tend their remarks at this point in the 
RECORD. . . 

·The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Missouri? · · 

There was no objection. . 
.The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog

nizes the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
ROONEY]. 

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in .opposition to the pending amendment. 
I take it that the same reckless disre
gard of common sense .which has been 
fallowed for quite some time this evening 
and throughout part of this afternoon 
may be followed on this amendment. 
In adopting the last amendment the 
gentlemen of the m!nority refused any 
funds the Criminal Division of the De
partment of Justice required to enforce 
provisions relating to the violations of 
the Defense Production Act, and this, 
although no funds for such purpose were 
contained in the regular annual supply 
bill for the Department of Justice. 

The pending amendment would cut 
from $127,600,000 - to $-75,000,000 the 
funds for the Economic Stabilization 
Agency, which includes such important 
arms of stabilization of-P.tir ci:vjli~n econ
omy as the Office of the Administrator, 
Offic_e of Price Stabilization, Office of 
Rent Stabilization, Wage Stabilization 
Board, and the Salary Stabilization 
Board. · The minority would like to ham
string two distinguished and patriotic: 
American gentlemen who were referred 
to some weeks back by the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. WOLCOTT] as bu
reaucrats. I refer to two able members 
of the Republican Party, the same party 
which has been voting solidly here all 
day long to ruin the Defense Production 
Act, namely Eric Johnston and Charles 
Wilson. Now, by the amendment of the 
gentleman from Oklahoma, the solid
voting Republican minority would ham
string a man who has been very candid 
with the American public with regard to 
his problems in trying to keep down in
fia tion and regulate seemingly ever-in
creasing prices. I refer to "Mike" Di
Salle, Director of the Office of Price 
Stabilization. It is another way of re
fusing, as you _ have in the past, to do 
anything about price control. The 
American public should know about it. 
The pending amendment should be de
feated. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROONEY. I yield to the gentle
man from Mississippi. 

Mr; RANKIN. I call attention to the 
fact that "Mike" DiSalle has been rob-· 
bing the farmers of the South of $100' 
a bale on every bale of cotton. ' 

Mr. ROONEY. That is merely the 
gentleman's opinion. I do not think 
that represents the opinion of all of the 
American people. 

Mr. RANKIN. It does of everybody 
who knows it. · 

Mr. FORD. Mr. Chairman, will th~ 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROONEY. I yield to the gentle-
111an from Michigan. 

Mr. FORD. I think the gentleman 
made a misstatement in regard to Mr. 
Charles Wilson's office. This amend
ment does not pertain to his office. 

Mr. ROONEY. Well, not this partic
ular amendment. Practically every office 
connected with the Defense Production 
Act and stabilizing the Nation's economy 
has been meat axed here this afternoon 
and this evening. You will probably get 
around to cutting everything else there 
is in the bill. All I can say is that I 
protest it and vote against it. I do not 
think it is sensible economy. It is the 
kind of economy that was practiced in 
the Eightieth Congress, and the people 
of the country did not like it as you well 
know. 

Mr. FORD. Mr. Chairman, if the 
gentleman will yield further, I think that 
if you will look on page 25 of the bill 
you will find that under chapter X under 
"Emergency Agencies" there are no cuts 
in the Executive Office of the President 
or the Office of Defense Mobilization. 

Mr. ROONEY. Let us ref er for a mo
ment to the cut estimated at $9,000,000 
under the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. 
COTTON] and just adopted. The able 
gentleman from Michigan, as a lawyer, 
knows what that denial of any furids 
whatever does to enforcement of the pro
visions of the Defense Production Act. 
He knows full well that the Criminal 
Division of the Department of Justice 
cannot carry on its usual highly im
portant duties and take on the added 
duties delegated under the Defense Pro
duction Act without the money and per-

. sonnel carried in this bill and appro
priated by the majority of this commit
tee. 

Mr. COTTON. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? · 

Mr. ROONEY. I yield to the distin
guished gentleman from New Hamp
shire. 

Mr. COTTON. The gentleman knows 
also full well, does he not, that the 
amendment I offered and which the gen
tleman from New York referred to, is 
simple in that first you would have a 
continuing resolution--

Mr. ROONEY. Oh, just a moment. 
The gentleman just plain does not un
stand the action he took when he pro
posed his amendment. He must have 
no idea of the functions and responsi
bilities of the Criminal Division of the 
Department of Justice, one of the hard
est-working outfits in the Government. 
When he gave that division, as he did 
by his vote on the defense-production 
bill, all the added burdens and duties 
which he -did and which Members on 
the other side. of the aisle finally agreed 
to do after trying unsuccessfully to ham
string price control, without any funds 
for necessacy additional personnel, then 
he just plain does not know the conse
quences of his amendment. 

Mr. COTTON. My friend from New 
York is a lovable character, but his bark 
is worse than his bite. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on: 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Oklahoma [Mr. SCHWABE]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The Clerk read as fallows: 
For necessary expenses, not otherwise pro

vided for, in carrying out the provisions of 
the Federal Civil Defense Act of 1950 (Pub- · 
lie Law 920, 8lst Cong.), including pur
chase (not to exceed one) and hire of pass
enger motor vehicles; services as authorized 
by section 15 of the act of August 2, 1946 
(5 U. S. C. 55a); reimbursement of the Civil 
Service Commission for full field investiga
tions of employees occupying positions of 
critical importance from the standpoint of 
national security; expenses of attendance at 
meetings concerned with civil defense func
tions; reimbursement of the General Serv
ices Administration for security guard serv
ices; and not to exceed $9,000 for the pur
chase of newspapers, periodicals, and tele
type news services; not to exceed $6,000 for 
emergency and extraordinary expenses, to 
be expended under the direction of the Ad
ministrator for such purposes as he deems 
proper, and his determination thereon shall 
be final and conclusive; $10,755,000. 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. PRICE:· Page 30, 

line 23, strike out "$10,755,000" and insert 
.~$18,430,000." 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Chairman, before I 
attempt to explain this amendment, I · 
should like to read a telegram I have 
received from the national commander 
of the American Legion. · 

Mr. Chairman, this is the first of four 
amendments I intend to offer to this 
legislation to restore some of the cuts 
which the committee made on the civil
def ense program. Another amendment 
will be offered by my colleague the gen
tleman from California [Mr. DOYLE]. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman: will 
the gentleman yield for a unanimous- . 
consent request? 

Mr. PRICE. I yield to the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that the four 
amendments to be offered by the gentle
man from Illinois be considered en bloc 
at this time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Missouri? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will re

port the further amendments offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendments offered by Mr. PRICE: 
Page 31, line 9, strike out "$50,000,000" 

and insert "$109,000,000." 
Page 31, line 13, strike out "medical." 
Page 31, after line 13, insert a new sub

head as follows: "Procurement fund" and 
the following language: "The procurement 
fund presently available to the Federal Civil 
Defense Administration is hereby increased 
to $: 5,000,000." 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Chairman, in view of 
the fact that the four amendments are 
being considered en bloc, I ask unani
mous consent that I may proceed for 
10 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Illinois? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. PRICE. Mr. Chairman, as I 

stated a~ the outset, I am offering the 
four amendments to restore some of the 
cuts which the committee has made in 

the item pertaining to the Civil Defense 
Administration. The four amendments 
which I propose do not restore the $250,-
000,000 item for shelters. That is an 
item which can be considered at a later 
date. 

May I read a telegram I received this 
afternoon from the national commander 
of the American Legion, which pertains 
not only to the four amendments I have 
offered but also to the amendment my 
colleague, the gentleman f ram California 
[Mr. DOYLE], will offer to the next 
paragraph. 

This is the telegram: 
WASHINGTON, D. c., August 20, 1951. 

Hon. MELVIN PRICE, 
House Office Building, 

Washington, D. C.: 
The American Legion vigorously supports 

the principle of civil defense. During the 
closing days of the Eighty-first Congress leg
islation was passed authorizing a Federal 
civil-defense program which was approved 
by the President on January 12, 1951, as 
Public Law 920. In Order to effectuate this 
authorization, funds are needed. H. R. 5215 
as reported ·by the House Appropriations 
Committee provides for an appropriation of 
$65,155,000 for civil defense. This is a cut 
of $470,000,000. We urgently request that 
the House restore this sum which is the 
amount the Budget Bureau has estimated to 
be necessary in order to put into effect Pub
J.ic Law 920, Eighty-first Congress. Resolu
tion 697, adopted at the American Legion· 
lios Angeles national convention in October· 
i950, requests that we "vigorously demand 
of the Congress that it immediately appro
priate adequate funds for carrying out the 
civil-defense program." Funds are needed. 
now.. to m ake civil defense· a ·reality. 

. ERLE COCKE, Jr., 
National Commander. 

Mr. Chairman, this amendment of $7,-
675,000 will restore $1,000,000 of the $2,-
315,000 cut made for research and devel
opment; $3,521,000 for executive direc
tion, arid $3,154,000 for reserve sµpply. 

The solving of the problems of civil 
defense requires the pulling together of 
all existing research data on effects and 
control of bacteriological and biological 
warfare, better methods of processing 
blood plasma, better methods of caring 
for mass casualties occasioned by blast 
and radiological activity, structural 
strengths of American buildings, and 
other problems that are new and unique 
in our medical and engineering fields. 
The Civil Defense Administration does 
not conduct research within its own 
organization, nor does it overlap or dupli
cate to the slightest degree any existing 
research in other Federal agencies. It 
utilizes other Federal agencies to carry 
on its research. Many of the research 
projects are joint projects with such 
agencies as Public Health Service, De
partment of Defense, Bureau of Stand
ards, or the Department of Agriculture. 
However, where the requirements for 
civil defense go beyond the normal re
search activities of the other agency. 
the requfrements for such projects prop
erly should be financed by the Civil De
fense Administration. Without the 
knowledge and facts to be desired from 
this type of research it will probably be 
impossible to pull together the type of 
program which will be needed. . 

Insofar as the item for executive di
rection is concerned, I feel that an out-

right mistake has been m·ade by the Ap
propriations Committee. As we all know, 
the Federal Civil Defense Administra
tion has only been in being since Jan
uary and is presently building up its or
ganization. Percentagewise, less than 
2 percent of its civil-defense dollar is 
devoted to executive direction. This in
cludes not only pay of personnel but 
funds for the education of the man in 
the street as distinct f ram those carried 
in the training and education items 
for dvil-defense workers. From these 
funds come the manuals and publica
tions which are so important for the de
velopment of the program. The present 
rate of expenditure within the agency 
is approximately $6,500,000 per year and 
it is reasonable to assume that there will 
be some expansion. The amounts rec
ommended by the House committee 
would not only force a curtailment in 
both personnel and other activities but 
would offset and reduce to an absurdity 
the authority and funds given the agen
cy for other programs. 

The committee action recognizes the 
need for a warehouse system to back up 
the local stocks in disaster -areas. Yet 
it only gave enough for one-fourth of 
the program. Since Mr. Stalin has not 
told us which cities he will hit first, this 
means we must outguess him. There 
are 35 warehouses required to back up 
54 critical target areas. None is more 
than 4 hours by road from the target 
areas. Funds have been made available 
to star-~ procurement of certain of the 
items to go into the warehouses. It is 
just plain horse sense to cover all the 
areas instead of trying. to decide among 
the 54. 

The adoption of the amendment pro
viding for $3,154,000 for reserve supplies 
to permit a balanced program is also es
sential. The committee allowed but 
$1,000,000 of the $4,154,000 requested. 

Mr: Chairman, the first amendment is · 
as follows: 

On page 31, line 9, delete "50,000,000" and 
substitute in lieu ·thereof "109,000,000." 

.Mr. Chairman, this amendment does 
not increase the amount of money allo
cated by the Appropriations Committee 
for the stockpiling of medical supplies 
and equipment. It does, however; add 
an additional $59,000,000 for stockpiling 
of such items as flexible pipe, _ water 
purification units, pumping units, am
bulance fittings, and certain bedding and 
feecing equipment. It is obvious that 
no State or region will be self-sufficient 
in the event of a heavy bombing attack. 
The States and cities are already locat
ing supplies and equipment which can 
be used in part to meet the requirements 
of a disaster. However, we are not talk
ing in terms of a few thousand 'People 
being homeless, or fires which might 
cover one or more city blocks. We are 
talking of hundreds of thousands of 
homeless and fires, such as those as 
occurred in Hamburg, and Tokyo which 
covered hundreds of city blocks at one 
time. The Appropriations Committee 
bas approved the establishment of ware
houses throughout the country to back
up local supplies for the disaster areas. 
It has approved the procurement· of 
$50,000,000 of badly needed medical sup
plies to go into the Federal stockpile. 
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However, it takes the position tha.t these 
other items are not needed. I can only 
say to you that while complete utiliza
tion will be made of all existing facilities, 
there are not enough of certain items to 
any way near meet the need. F9r ex-. 
ample, y.rate:r purifying units are normal
ly not available within a community; 
other than in their fixed installations. 
In event it becomes necessary to take 
care of large numbers of refugees and 
normal facilities are disrupted or de
stroyed, something must be available to· 
fill the void that will be present around 
the emergency refugee centers. Military 
supplies and equipment will not be avail
able for this purpose. Therefore, it is 
essential that a minimum supply of this 
and similar equipment be available in 
the warehouses so that they can be sent 
to the disaster areas where they will be . 
needed. · 

Mr. Chairman, the second amendment 
is as follows: · 

On page 31, line 13, delete "medical." 

The Appropriations Committee wisely 
made available the unobligated balances 
of certain funds originally appropriated 
for matching purposes so that they could · 
be utilized for 100-percent stockpiling 
purposes. They have, however, limited 
it to the procurement of medical supplies. 
It is believed that by broadening the 
use that can be made of this money · 
so that other types of items can be 
procured for stockpiling purposes that ; 
the Administration will make more em
cient · use ·of· these funds which are 
already available to them. 

Mr. Chairman, the third amendment 
is as fallows: . 

On page 31, insert after line 13 a new 
subhead, as follows: · "Procurement fund," 
and the following language: 

"The. procurement fund presently avail
able to ·the Federal Civil Defense Adminis
tration is hereby -increased to $15,000,000." 

The Federal Civil Defense·. Adminis
tration presently has a "revolving fund, 
known .as the procurement fund, of 
$5,000,000. Through the media of this 
fund it has been enabled to make con
solidated procurement of certain items 
which has resulted in marked savings 
for the Go~ernment. Originally the 
agency asked that this revolving fund · 
be increased to $25,000,000. However, 
the Appropriations Committee failed to 
give any increase even though they have 
given them additional money for pro
curement. If the maximum effect of 
consolidated procurement is to be ob
tained, it is necessary that there be 
a larger revolving fund. This is merely 
a tool that puts into the hands of the 
agency the capital for mass procure
ment. 

Mr. JAVITE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. PRICE. I yield. 
Mr. JAVITS. I believe these cu~.3 are 

altogether too drastic. They d.J not take 
into consideration that civil defense is a. 
part of our national defense. I shall 
support the gentleman's amendment as 
a member from the great city of New 
York. 

Mr. PRICE. I agree with the gentle
man from New York. As I said in gen
eral debate, the civil defense program 

is a fir~ i:p,surance policy. It is some
thing we cannot t.ake. out after the fire 
starts. we· may pever peed it, ·and every 
dime that we spend on this may be lost, 
but i~ we do ne~d jt, it has to . be there.., 
We cannot take out this fire insurance 
after the fire starts. 

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. Mr~ 
Chairqian .. will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PRIC;E, I yield . . · 
Mi'. JACKSON-Of Washington. . I wish 

to commend the gentleman for offering 
these· amendments. The gentleman 
from Illinois and myself are members of 
the Joint Committee on Atomic Energy. 
In that capacity we have access to in
formation regarding Russian atomic 
capabilities. America faces the definite 
threat of atomic attack. Here we are 
saying "Well, this is a local responsibility 

.for the municipalities of America." That 
statement has been made before to our 
later regret. The Missouri Valley dis .. 
aster costing more than $500,000,000, is 
a case in· point. We have already ap
propriated $25,000,000 to overcome part 
of that disaster. . One atomic bomb, as 
the gentleman knows, will do twice as 
much damage as occurred in the Mis .. . 
souri Valley. I think we have to pro
vide money and provide equipment to 
assist the cities to do part of- this job . . 
The Federal Government cannot do it · 
all, . nor can the cities carry the entire 
burden:. o;f this p:rograiri_, ~·- . _ ,, 

Mr ... 1?RJ:G~·-...., Jl .agree withzthe., .fle.ntJe
martlOO'percent, and if I' did n"Ot, I would 
n:ot· be here today offering these amend-
ments. · ', . . 

Mr. CANFIELD. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PRICE. I yield. 
Mr. CANFIELD. It is with a great 

deal of alarm and amazement that I have 
noted-the recommendation of the Appro
priations Committee regarding civil de .. 
fense: Perhaps I have a little different 
approach to this problem because I can 
speak . from first-hand knowledge on 
damage caused by bombs on a civilian 
population. I was in England during the 
blitz and after the war I saw in Japan 
what atomic bombs did. 

I doubt that my colleagues fully real
ize what happens to a community when 
it is completely devastated by a heavy at
tack. They are aware that we have to 
organize the full resources of our Nation 
to meet such disasters as the Kansas 
flood, the Texas City explosion, the Chi
cago fire, and other disasters of the 
same magnitude. Apparently some do 
not understand that the explosion of 
only one atomic bomb over any of our 
metropolitan areas will give us destruc
tion, dead, and injured to an extent far 
beyond all of these disasters and a lot 
more besides. · 

The battle of Iwo Jima is frequently 
referred to as one of the bloodiest bat
tles of World War II. At Iwo there were 
around 32,000 casualties in 34 days. The 
entire resources of the United States 
Navy and the Army in the Pacific were 
mobilized to meet the casualties on Iwo. 
Yet, in the space of 30 seconds you could 
have many times that number of cas
ualties . right here in the cities of our 
country if Russia exercises her present 
capabilities. This is no exaggeration but 
is the cold hard fact. 

The military tells us that it cannot 
keep the Russian bombers from getting 
through to our cities. No· amount of re
taliation against Russian cities will undo 
the damage to our own; Yet at a time 
when we are appropriating $56,000,000,-
000 to build 'llP our Military Establish
ment, we are willing to expend only· 
$65,000,000 to pull together a civil-de
fense organization to protect not only 
the 62,000,000 people in our critical tar
get areas but our entire population which 
is exposed. We face· not only atomic 
bomb attacks but biological, psycholog- · 
ical, and gas warfare as well. All of 
these and the more conventional forms 
of attack by high explosive and fire 
bombs, too. I simply cannot understand 
the failure of the committee members, 
who obviously recognize that the prob- · 
lem exists or they would not have given . 
$65,000,000, to understand the size or the 
scope of the problem. 

The committee's report makes an im
plication which to my certain know! .. 
edge is not based on facts and will not 
be supPorted by even the most casual 
survey around the country. The com
mittee makes the statement: "that 
there must be a realistic, well-cordin
ated plan guaranteeing to the people 
the maximum of protection for the 
money expended." This statement is 
accurate, but its implication that the 
Federal civil defense program is un-
spund simply is untrue. · 

The Federal Civil Defense Adminis
tration was created in January of this · 
year . . Under its leadership and guid
ance, every State has established a civil 
defense agency and director of civil de
fense. They in turn have established in 
every community of any size in the 
country a local director of civil defense. 
In this relatively short period of time 
and with little or no backing in the form 
of financing, over a million volunteer 
workers have been recruited which is a 
pretty substantial start on the 15,- . 
000,000 needed. These people have been 
organized into groups of auxiliary fire- · 
men, and auxiliary police; into first aid 
teams, rescue teams, regiStration teams, 
feeding teams, and all the various com
ponents that have to be pulled together 
in a properly balanced civil defense 
team. · ' 

In addition, the States have appropri .. 
ated over $200,000,000 for civil defense, 
of which $72,000,000 are matching funds 
to be used to procure certain specialized 
types of equipment. The Federal Gov
ernment is obligated to match these 
funds under the terms of Public Law 920. 
Since it is clear to any thinking person 
that no State or no region can be self
sufli.cient in the event of a heavy bomb
ing attack, the Federal Civil Defense 
Administration has been organizing re
gional offices and creating national 
plans which will assure support to any 
area from the balance of the Nation. 
As for example, it might well be that 
Chicago or Newark were heavily 
bombed, yet doctors, nurses or rescue 
personnel may be :flown from as far 
away as New Mexico, Texas or Montana 
to assist in the problem. These plans 
are in existence and are being perfected. 
I, for one, do not believe that this most 
drastic cut is in the best intere·st of our 
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national security or the well being of 
our citizens, or for the maintenance of 
our productive capacity upon which we 
must depend to survive as a Nation. 

Let me close with a statement made by 
our committee's chairman, the distin
guished gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CANNON], on the floor of this House on 
June 28 last: · 

According to the best information avail
able today, as reported by the press, Russia 
has stockpiled approximately 100 atomic 
bombs. And we are ·told by those in a posi
tion to know, including General Vandenberg, 
that notwithstanding our radar-screen in
stallations, and any number of interceptor 
planes we may be able to send up, something 
like 70 percent of the planes driven across 
our borders by an invader would elude pur
suit and be in a position to deliver their 
bomb loads at targets here in America. 

If these estimates are to be relied on, we 
might expect 70 out of the stockpile of 100 
bombs to be dropped on strategic targets in
side of the United States-on our centers of 
population and production and mobiliza
tion--0n the political, financial, and military 
nerve centers of the Nation. 

When we recall the effect of the single 
rudimentary bomb dropped on Hiroshima in 
1945, which destroyed in an instant 130,000 
people, we can visualize the flaming holo
caust in which our heaviest steel structures 
would be dissolved in incandescent vapor, . 
and the millions who would perish without 

. .a trace. The clock of civilization would be 
turned back 500 years. 

Mr. PRICE. I thank ·the gentleman 
from New Jersey. The gentleman from 
New Jersey has been one of the foremost 
advocates of civil defense in the House, 
n·ot only recently but from the beginning 
of this danger. 

Mr. KERSTEN of Wisconsin. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PRICE. I yield. 
t Mr. KERSTEN of Wisconsin. I com
pliment the gentleman on his remarks. 
I think this is one place where we should 
not economize to the extent of cutting 
down on our necessary defense. I be
lieve, if we do not have adequate civil 
defenses, we are actually inviting an 
atomic attack. 

Mr. PRICE. The gentleman certainly 
is right. 

Mr. MORANO. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PRICE. I yield. 
Mr. MORANO. Mr. Chairman, I shall 

support the gentleman's amendment. I 
think it is a very good thing, and a very 
good amendment. Coming from the 
State of Connecticut, which in my opin
ion is a critical area, I strongly believe 
that we ought to have more money for 
civil defense. 

Mr. PRICE. I thank the gentleman. I 
certainly agree with him that it is neces
sary. It is not only a good thing but a 
necessary thing. 

· Mr. MORANO. Mr. Chairman, under 
leave to extend my remarks in the 
RECORD,, I wish to insert a letter from 
William Hesketh, director of civil defense 
in Connecticut, protesting the Federal 
Civil Defense Administration policy of 
allotting the $5,000,000 FCDA appro
priation · on a strict population basis. 
This policy would grant only 1.3 percent 
to the State of Connecticut, which is a 
primary target area. I agree with Gen
eral Hesk~th that this policy is unfair. 
I agree with him that the fair way of 

appropriating this fund would be on the 
basis of popuiation in critical target 
areas. Inasmuch as five of the critical 
target areas are located in Connecticut, 
the State would then be allotted 2.2 per
cent or $110,000. 

STATE OF CONNECTICUT, 
OFFICE OF CIVIL DEFENSE, 

Hartford, Conn., August 17, 1951. 
Hon. ALBERT P. MORANO, 

United States House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR MR. MORANO: Please note the photo
static copy of a letter from the Federal Civil 
Defense Administration dated August 9, 1951, 
on how the $5,000,000 appropriation for civil 
defense training and education is being al
lotted to the various States; on a strict popu
lation basis which gives Connecticut 1.3 per
cent or $65,300. 

The fairest way, in my opinion, would have 
been based upon the population in critical 
target areas. FCDA just issued a restricted 
pamphlet on the critical target areas of 
which there are 54 (including Washington, 
D. C.) with a total population of 52,820,540. 
Five of these critical target areas are in Con
necticut with a total population of 1,177,365. 
On this basis, we would be entitled to 2.2 
percent or $110,000. 

You will note from Administrator Cald
well's letter that these funds are to be used 
for publications, films, rescue vehicles and 
equipment, communication equipment, etc. 
It is certainly more imp.ortant that these 
be furnished to pop~lations in target areas 
than to the rural areas of nonindustrial 
States, many of which consider the prob
ability of bombing so remote that. they have 
appropriated no funds whatever for civil de
fense. 

May I suggest you bring to the attention of 
your colleagues on the appropriations com .. 
mittee these facts as I understand hearings 
on further civi.l defense appropriations have 
already started or are about to begin. 
· Sincerely, 

WILLIAM HESKETH, 
Director. 

CONNECTICUT'S INDUSTRIAL CONTRIBUTION TO 
DEFENSE 

The most recent (June 15, 1951) published 
figures of the Munitions Board show con
clusively that Connecticut's contribution to 
the defense effort is greater, per capita, than 
that of any other State. 

Between July 1950 and March 1951, the ·in
dustries of the State were awarded $764,603,-
000 of military prime contracts. This was 
more than the combined total received by 
all the other New England States. In the 
Nation only New York, California, Michigan, 
Ohio, and . Illinois were awarded a greater 
value of contracts. 

In relation to its size, however, Connecti
cut stands head and shoulders above all other 
States. The per capita value of its military 
prime contracts awarded during this period 
was $381. This amount is 86 percent higher 
than the per capita figure of the second high
est State, California. Connecticut's predom
inance is clearly shown by the following 
figures which rank all States with more than 
$100 per capita of contracts awarded: 
Per capita military prime contracts awarded, 

July 1950-Mar. 1951 
State: 

Connecticut_____________________ $381 
California_______________________ 205 
Washington_____________________ 189 
Indiana_________________________ 177 
New York----------------------- 172 
Michigan________________________ 166 
Rhode Island____________________ 155 
Maryland--------------·--------- 153 
New Jersey______________________ 138 
OhiD---------------------------- 110 
:Kansas------------------------· 107 Massachusetts __________________ .., 1.Jl:> 

WORLD WAR ll CONTRACTS VERSUS JULY 1950-
MARCH 19 51 DEFENSE CONTRACTS 

Further evidence of Connecticut's impor
tant position in the present national ~mer
gency is found in a comparison of its ·i;hare 
of the United States production d\1ring 
World War II and its present contribution. 
Although Connecticut maintained the high
est level of per capita war production among 
all the States during World War II, we find 
that it received 4 percent of the country's 
total value of supply contracts. 

To date, Connecticut's share of the mili
tary prime contracts awarded in the Nation 
since :Korea is 5.4 percent-or roughly 35 per
cent ahead of its World War II record. 

CONNECTICUT DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION, 
RESEARCH AND PLANNING DIVISION. 

JULY 13, 1951. 

FEDERAL CIVIL DEFENSE ADMINISTRATION, 
Wahington, D. C., August 9, 1951. 

Brig. Gen. WILLIAM HESKETH, 
Director of Civil Defense, 

Hartford, Conn. 
DEAR GENERAL HESKETH: I am· writing to 

give you some information on allocations of 
the $5,000,000 appropriation for matching 
grants for civil defense training and edu
cation. 

The allocations will be based upon popu
lation as indicated by 1950 census figures. 
The allocation for your State is $65,300. 
, In order to make most effective use of these 
funds, the use of ·the allotments from this 
appropriation will be restricted to participa
tion in the costs of certain materials, equip
ment and facilities needed. in civil defense 
training; for example, ·Federal Civil Defense 
publications, films, rescue vehicles and 
equipment, communications equipment, 
rescue buildings, etc. Personnel or adminis
trative expenses would be borne entirely by 
State and local funds. 

Procedures for administration of the. ap
propriation will in general be similar to those 
for financing organizational equipment (Ad
<vl.eory Bulletin 38 and supplements). These 
procedures, including forms on which to 
make requests, will be published in the form 
of an advisory bulletin. Appropriate regu
lations governing the terms under which the 
contributions will be made will be promul
gated at the same time. 

The above information is provided you in 
advance so that you may continue with your 
planning. 

Sincerely, 
MILLARD CALDWELL, 

Administrator. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PRICE. I yield. 
Mr. MANSFIELD. I wholeheartedly 

agree with what the gentleman from 
E~inois who is now addressing us, and 
the gentleman from Washington, both 
members of the Joint Committee on 
Atomic Energy, have said. I intend to 
support his amendments, because even 
in the far West we recognize the need 
for an adequate civil defense set-up. 
It is not a local · responsibility, but a 
local t>,nd Federal responsibility to
gether. I thank the gentleman for his 
comments. 

Mr. PRICE. I hope the entire mem
bership will see the fact as the gentle
man from Montana [Mr. MANSFIELD] 
does, and give support to making these 
restorations. 

Mr. OSTERTAG. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PRICE. I yield to the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. OSTERTAG. Is it not true that 
27 States have already made funds 
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available on a rratching basis, to which 
your amendment ' would be important? 

Mr. PRICE. That is correct. This 
afternoon I made the statement that 
the States have appropriated $40,000,000. 
I have received later information during 
the afternoon that they have appro
priated $75,000,000 of matching funds. 

Mr. OSTERTP.:G. And is it not true 
that the original Civil Defense Act calls 
for an authorization of some $3,000,000,-
000, of which only $31,000,000, have been 
made available today? 

Mr. PRICE. Yes. We are not ask
ing for the complete authorization. We 
are asking enough to do the job neces
sary at this time. 

Mr. SIKES. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. PRICE. I yield to the gentleman 
from Florida. 

Mr. SIKES. I commend my colleague 
for his amendment. I hope it is ap
proved and I shall support it. 

The committee has made a very mate
rial cut in civil-defense funds. This cut 
of 88 percent can easily wreck any con
certed effort for civilian defense. 

Now, I understand the problem before 
the committee. It is reluctant to spend 
money when concrete results cannot be 
assured. Those concrete results cannot 
be assured simply because the American 
public is not aroused to the threat of 
atomic attacks at home and they hesitate 
to take necessary steps for their own 
protection. America will never believe 
a war can come to us here until the first 
bomb drops, Then it will be awfully late. 

The Administrator is an able man. 
He is not in any sense a bureaucrat. He 
is a businessman with a distinguished 
record, much of it spent in this great 
auembly. He has said most signifi
cantly, if the Congress will not provide 
adequate ·funds for a good job of civil 
defense it will be better to kill it alto
gether. That is a direct and simple 
analysis that we will do -well to observe 
and follow. · 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PRICE. I yield to the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Will the gentleman 
explain why he feels that all this should 
be done by the Federal Government, 
because that means a whole list of very 
fancy jobs when every State has the 
money, and it is the first obligation upon 
the State to defend its people? 

Mr. PRICE. I am glad the gentleman 
asked that question, because the Federal 
Government has not been meeting its 
responsibility. The Federal Govern
ment is not doing the job. The States 
are doing more than the Federal Govern
ment has been doing. They· are looking 
to the Federal Government for leader
ship, and we have not been giving it to 
them. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Chairman,· 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PRICE. I yield to the gentleman 
from Connecticut. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The State of Con
necticut has appropriated money far in 
advance, and they are now waiting for 
the Federal Government to match it. 

Mr. PRICE. Many of the States have 
done so. 

Mr. PATTERSON. We think it is the 
duty of the United States Government 
to protect the States where there is 
danger of an all-out attack. I was in 
London under a terrific bombardment, 
and I would go along 100 percent with 
the gentleman on his amendment. 

Mr. PRICE. I thank the gentleman. 
It is the duty of the Federal Government 
to provide leadership in this field of civil 
defense and we are not doing it. 

Mr. O'TOOLE. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? . 

Mr. PRICE. I yield to the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. O'TOOLE. I remember when 
World War II starteC: it was the con
sensus of the Members from California 
that the Federal Government should 
spend every dollar possible to defend 
California at that time. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Mr. Chairman. will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PRICE. I yield to the gentleman 
from West Virginia. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Russia has already 
trained 20,000,000 men ·for atomic at
tack, and she is training 20,000,000 more. 
We are falling away behind in this field. 
We have not even made a start, and we 
know that Russia has a large number of 
atomic bombs. These two gentlemen 
who spoke this afternoon have informa .. 
tion v. hich shows that they are able to 
attack now-not tomorrow. We know 
they are able, and we know they are 
expanding in Russia, and we are derelict 
in our duty if we do not meet this need 
now. 

Mr. PRICE. The gentleman is cor· 
rect. . 

Mr. BAKEWELL. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PRICE. I yield to the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

Mr. BAKEWELL. I think the Amer
ican people are very complacent about 
preparing for a possible atomic bomb 
attack. I think this is largely due to 
the neglect and failure of Congress to 
appropriate necessary funds for the 
cities and States to provide for adequate 
civilian defense. I hope we do not wait 
until another Pearl Harbor before we 
prepare to def end our cities. There
fore, I shall support the gentleman's 
amendment. 

Mr. PRICE. I thank the gentleman. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I ask 

unanimous consent that all debate on 
the pending amendment and all amend
ments thereto close in 10 minutes and 
that the Members have leave to ex
tend their remarks at this point. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Missouri? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ZABLOCKI. Mr. Chairman. I 

wish to commend the gentleman for in
troducing the amendments which will 
make the Civilian Defense efforts work
able. The State, county and city gov
ernments are doing a remarkable job in 
trying to cope with the civil-defense 
problem. The task, however, demands 
the aid of the Federal Govemment. 

Therefore, I sincerely hope the commit
tee will accept the amendments of the 
gentleman from Illinois. Lack of ade
quate preparedness is sheer folly and an 
invitation to catastrophe and chaos in 
the event of attack. 

Mr. KERSTEN of Wisconsin. Mr. 
Chairman, here is a subject upon which 
we must agree poses one of the gravest 
problems that this country may ever 
have to face. We are told by those who 
should know that Russia now has a num
ber of atomic bombs. Let us not delude 
ourselves. She intends to use those 
bombs on American cities. If we have 
reasonable grounds to believe that So
viet Russia within the next 5 years may 
well get planes with bombs through the 
defenses protecting the United States it 
would be criminal to fail to build de
fenses as adequately as it is possible 
for us to do. I shall support these 
amendments. 

Mr. CANNON. I ask that the time be 
controlled by the gentleman from Mis
sissippi [Mr. WHITTENL 

The CHAffiMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. HOLIFIELD. Mr. Chairman, that 

is a rather unusual request. 
The CHAIRMAN. The request was 

made and there was no objection to it. 
The gentleman from Mississippi has 
complete control of the remainder of 
the time. 

Mr. WHITTEN. I yield 2 minutes to 
the gentleman from California [Mr, 
HOLIFIELD]. 

Mr. HOLIFIELD. I thank the gen
tleman; I did not expect that courtesy 
from him and I really do thank him 
for it. , 

Mr. Chairman, this is a very important 
question, this question of civil defense. 
I have been somewhat cognizant of what 
they are doing down in the department; 
I know that they have a plan for shelters; 
I know· that they have a plan for first
aid equipment and for hospitalization. I 
am astoriished at the statement in the 
committee report to the effect that no 
plan has been evolved. I have been as
sured that there is an adequate plan.< 
This time a year ago there was not such 
a plan. 

If we are not going to recognize the 
fact that aomic warfare can completely 
destroy our cities, and if we are not go
ing to recognize the fact that civilian 
defense is an important matter in our 
whole national defense, then I would say 
that such a paltry appropriation as this 
is justified. But if we really believe that 
there is such a thing as an atomic bomb, 
and if we really believe that cities can be 
destroyed, we have got to real!ze that we 
have got to organize for civilian defense. 
We know that the cities of America are 
vulnerable to atomic attack; we know 
that they are vulnerable without suffi
cient defense to a much greater extent 
than if we have civilian defense. It 
seems to me that they have cut this ap
propriation down to an inordinate 
amount. I am certainly going to support 
the amendment that the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. PRICE]. has offered. The 
gentleman from Illinois is not only a 
member of the Defense Committee but is 
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also a member of the Atomic Energy 
Committee of which I too, am a member. 
1 am very much in hopes that the com
mittee will adopt his amendment. 

Mr. WHITTEN. Mr. Chairman, I 
- yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 

Georgia [Mr. CoxJ. 
Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I am not 

supporting ·the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Ill\pois, but I am 
supporting the committee bill, and I 
should like · to say for the information 
of the members of the committee that 
Governor Caldwell who heads this new 
set-up is not the ordim1,ry bureaucrat. 
He served here with many of you who 
are still Members of the House, and 
while here · he established a reputation 
for conservative, for level headedness, 
for sincerity, for i4dustry, and for high · 
purposes in whatever he undertook. 

I trust that the Committee will deal 
generously with · civilian defense and 
that it will leave in the bill the amount 
as fixed by the committee and reported 
in the bill, leave enough in it to enable 
the governor to do a aood job in his new 
undertaking. He is a very worthy man. 

Mr. WHITTEN. Mr. Chairman, when 
our committee holds hearings dealing 
with civilian defense or when on th~ 
floor we discuss the terrible catastrophe 
which would envelop any area hit by 
atomic bombs, it is frightening. This 
is a subject that touches us all; it is 
frightening in every aspect; it is some- . 
thing that may make us go haywire in 
our sound thinking as to what we can 
best do. This committee-:--and I think 
I should call your attention to the rea
soning on which our action is based
we are not in our own opinion trying 
to neglect civilian defense, but we have 
a tremendously large country with hun
dreds and hundreds and hundreds of 
cities; we have 48 State capitals, and 
if it we're humanly possible and within 
financial reach to give complete protec
tion from the atomic bomb to each of 
them that would be the desire of all 
of us. But there is no human way in 
which we can do it. You cannot build 
enough holes in the ground with all the 
money in the Federal Treasury, includ
ing the Federal debt, to be perfectly 
safe from the atomic bomb. If you build . 
shelters in your cities they will be far 
enough one from the other that you 
would have little chance in a practical 
way to utiliZe them to any great extent. 
Such construction would be at the ex
pense of other construction, perhaps· at 
the expense of other defense items. 

The committee reached the conclu
sion that rather than try to have fire 
equipment stored out in big Federal 
warehouses at different places about the 
country-and we cannot get fire equip
ment enough without taking it. away 
from cities that have it on order now- · 
we thought it would be better to have 
some system and some program of educa
tion to educate the people in what is 
best to do under that kind of occur
rence. We thought it was best to try to provide medicines and tliat type of 
1
thing, but primarily that it should be a 
plan of. educating the people and mak
:ing available through a coordinated plan 
the m~terials and equipment in an area 
.which the Administrator would know is 

already there. Such plan would keep 
records of what equipment each city in 
the area has, what drugs, and stores of 
supplies each business in the area would 
normally have on hand, to know what 
trucks and fire-fighting equipment there 
is in the various areas, to have a com
munications system, so that when one 
of these unfortunate occurrences might 
take place, at a moment's notice he 
could pull what is in the vicinity of the 
area over to the stricken area. We 
would like to provide 100 times that 
much· safety, but there is no practical 
way to do it. This is not a matter of 
not having provided any funds in this 
bill; $65,000,000 is provided in this bill· 
for that purpose. We do belie.ve that 
at this time, in recognition of the fact 
that we cannot literally dig a hole in 
the ground and hide from this kind of 
thing, we had better go about our activ
ities and make available as we can the 
things that we have so that we can meet 
this terrible catastrophe as best we can 
when it happens. 

Mr. FORD. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. WHITTEN. I yield to the gentle
man from Michigan. 

Mr. FORD. I would like to add to the 
statement made by the gentleman from 
Mississippi that the subcommittee did 
what I think most of us believe is a 
good job in getting first things first. 
For example, the attack warning sys
tem: We gave every penny requested 
for the national attack warning system. 
For the national communications sys
tem we gave every penny requested. As 
far as training and education is con- . 
cerned we gave every penny requested. 
We did cut down the reserve-supply 
system, we did cut down to some extent 
but not entirely the executive direction 
portion of the bill. We did cut out, for 
example, $250,000,000 for the protective 
facilities portion of the program, the 
building of shelters, and we did make 
some reduction in the accumulation of, · 
for example, cast iron pipe. The agency 
wanted 1,500 mil~s of 8-inch pipe stored 
away at 3S warehouses, they wanted 150 
miles of 16-inch pipe stored in some 35 
warehouses throughout the country. 

Let me call the attention of some 
people who are vitally· affected by this 
order of the Petroleum Administration 
for Defense where they are cutting down 
on your natural-gas supply. Do you 
know why they are cutting down on the 
natural-gas supply? Because they have 
not got enough pipe. What the Civil 
Defense Administration wants today is 
1,500 miles of 8-inch pipe and 150 miles 
of 16-inch pipe. It is possible if you cut 
down on some of those funds you might 
be able to get some of the necessary pipe 
for Y')l:-:- natural gas. · 

Mr. WHITTEN. I thank the gentle
man. He is correct. Here is the thing 
to keep in mind. I agree with all the 
fine things the gentleman from Georgia 
said about the Administrator of our Na
tional Defense, Mr. Caldwell. But he has 
been assigned a task and like a.py man 
who has been assigned a big task he has 
that uppermost in his mind. But most 
of the things that are requested by the 
Administrator woulcl be taken from your 
own normal civilian operations in this 

country. We try to provide herein what 
in the mind of the committee can best 
be utilized. 

The attitude of the committee is
and bear this in mind-under your ~a
tional Defense Act the Federal Govern
ment in time of an emergency can take 
anything and everything from your con
tractors, from your suppliers, from your · 
wholesalers, from your manufacturers, 
use it and pay for it later. It is the opin
ion of the committee that instead of 
buying cast-iron pipe ·taken out of the 
channels of trade· and stacking it off 
somewhere, instead of taking your fire
fighting equipment from the city of New 
York or some other city that wants it, 
and storing it away somewhere, it is 
better to have it where it can readily 
be made available and where it will be 
i:.1 good condition, where you can get 
your hands on it, where you know in 
time of emergency you will find it usable 
in the event of attack in the general area. 

There is no perfect answer to national 
defense and to the atomic bomb. This, 
in our joint opinion, is the most practical 
answer as to how we can best provide 
for ourselves and that is with what we 
have available with the additions pro
vided in this bill and we believe it will 
work out much better than to spend 
money building something like the 
Maginot Line they had in France or 
building a hole in the ground and going 
in and pulling the holP. in behind us. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendments offered en bloc by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PRICEJ. 

The question was taken; and on a 
division <demanded by Mr. PRICE) there 
were-ayes 47, noes 134. 

So the amendments were rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

FEDERAL CONTRIBUTIONS 

For financial contributions to the States, 
not otherwise provided for, pursuant to sub
section (i) of section 201 of the Federal Civil 
Defense Act of 1950, $4,500,000, to be equally 
matched with State .funds. 

Mr. DOYLE. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. DOYLE: On page 

31, line 4,. delete the figure "$4,500,000" and 
insert in lieu thereof the figure "$45,255,000." 

Mr. DOYLE. Mr. Chairman, I first 
wish to call . attention to the fact that 
none of the arguments made against the 
previous amendments offered by my col
league apply to this amendment which 
I au offering. There is no applicabiilty 
in the opposing arguments whatsoever, 
because my a,mendment only applies to 
section 201 of the Federal Civil Defense 
Act of 1950, which relates to the State 
matching funds. In other words, my 
amendment only goes to the matching 
funds which have already been provided 
by the States themselves. 

Governor Caldwell has informed me 
that the States have raised over $70,-
000,000 because of the fact that we 
passed the Federal Civil Defeme Act of 
1950. And, relying upon that fact and 
anticipating that they, would be matched 
dollar for dollar under that act, 27 va
rious States have raised and have on 
hand now as much as $70,000,000. Yet 
we, in this bill, are only providing $4,"', 
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500,000. I take it for granted that we 
do not want to do less than that which 
we have encouraged the States to do 
themselves. These 27 States have 
moved forward and now have provided, 
as I wish to repeat again, $70,000,000. 
Even if we adopt this amendment to 
increase it to $45,000,000, we will only 
be providing a little more than one-half 
of what the states themselves already 
have on hand, anticipating the receipt 
of a matching dollar from the Federal 
Government. 

Mr. OSTERTAG. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? · 

Mr. DOYLE. I yield to the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. OSTERTAG. Would not this 
amendment of the gentleman, increasing 
the amount by $45,000,000, be a financial 
saving to the National Government in 
the long run, in that it would encourage 
the States and local governments to do 
their part, because we have kept faith 
with them under the original authoriza.
tion act? 

Mr. DOYLE. It not only would en
COW'age them but it would be doing that 
which we have definitely promised we 
would do, matching dollar for dollar up to 
a limit. That is all I am asking you to do, 
to do that which we passed in the act in 
1950. 

Mr. MORANO. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DOYLE. I yield to the gentle
man from Connecticut. 

Mr. MORANO. I wish to declare in 
favor of the gentleman's amendment, 
too, because we in Connecticut have ap
propriated I think about $400,000 on the 
basis of the authorization act that was 
passed by Congress, and we are waiting 
for matching funds. I hope the gen
tleman's amendment is carried. 

Mr. KERSTEN of Wisconsin. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DOYLE. I yield. 
Mr. KERSTEN of Wisconsin. I will 

support the gentleman's amendment. 
We know that Russia has atomic bombs. 
We are told that. We know she intends 
to use them on our cities if she can. 
'!'he best way to stop her wishes in that, 
regard is for us to build our defenses up 
properly. The States have done their 
part and the Federal Government should 
do it, too. I will support the gentleman's 
amendment. 

Mr. JAVITS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DOYLE. I yield to the gentleman 
. from New York. 

Mr. JAVITS. It seems to me we can
not say we are acting in good faith, 
having passed the original enabling act, 
unless we at least do this, because all 
we talked about was matching funds. 
This amendment gives us the oppor
tunity to do that. 

Mr. DOYLE. That is all it does. 
Mr. MORANO. In our State of Con

necticut we have ·1ocal civil defense com
mittees waiting for these funds so that 
they can proceed in the project of civil 
defense. I thinlt it would be a shame 
if we did not carry the gentleman's 
amendment. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield'/ 

Mr. DOYLE. I yield to the gentleman 
from Kansas. 

Mr. GEORGE. Does the gentleman 
know how many States have provided 
funds? 

Mr. DOYLE. . My information is 27 
States. 

Mr. CANFIELD. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DOYLE. I yield to the gentleman 
from New Jersey. 

Mr. CANFIELD. The · chairman of 
the House Committee on Appropriations 
CMr. CANNON J speaking on the floor of 
this House on June 28 last, said he con
curred in the military belief that the 
Russians would get through with 70 of 
these bombs, devastating many cities in 
the United States. 

Mr. DOYLE. I hope the amendment 
carries. The States are certainly en
titled to our carrying out our agreement. 

Mr. Chairman, the majority of the 
people live in vital target areas. That is 
why every Member present should be in
terested in adequate civil defense appro
priations. Many of you here live in one 
of our 54 critical metropolitan target 
cities, and probably most of you live in 
one of our 271 target areas. I know 
I do. 

No one expects the Federal Govern
ment to pay for our entire civil defense 
program. That is manifestly impos
sible and financially impractical, but the 
Federal ·Government can stimulate the 
s 'tates and cities · to build · a strong civil 
defense program. The traditional way 
of encouraging such nationally needed 
programs is through grants-in-aid. 
Public Law 920, which established the · 
Federal Civil Defense Administration, 
and which I helped draft, authorized 
just such a program of Federal grants. 

Upon the passage of the Civil Defense 
Act, States and cities thus stimulated by 
the Congress appropriated over $200,-
000,000 for civil defense, including 
nearly $70~000,000 to match specific 
Federal grant programs. 

The House Appropriations Committee 
authorized but $4,500,000 of the more 
than $45,000,000 requested and needed 
by FCDA to help get our States and 
cities started. The States have appro
priated for matching purposes alone 
more than the total Federal civil de
fense appropriation recommended by 
the committee. The amendment which 
I have offered would correct this 
oversight. 

EXPLANATION OF PROPOSED AMENDMENT 

This amendment increases the amount 
recommended by the committee by $40,-
755,000. It would make it possible for 
the Federal Civil Defense Administra
tion to meet its commitments to the 
States and cities on a dollar-for-dollar 
matching basis as contemplated in the 
act-~ublic Law 920. State and city 
governments have available more than 
$70,000,000 for civil-defense matching 
purposes. 

Local governments have delayed pur
chasing sirens and other warning de
vices pending appropriation of Federal 
matching funds for these purposes. The 
Appropriatjons Committee's action will 
not only further delay this program but 

it will have the effect of · nearly cutting 
it in half. 

Civil defense communication facilities 
in addition to those presently in the 
hands of police and . fire departments 
must include two-way radio facilities 
which would be provided through the 
addition of $2,925,000 as contemplated 
in the amendment. The need for equip
ment of this type has been frequently 
demonstrated at numerous natural dis
asters which have occurred in recent 
years. Such facilities are essential in 
mobilizing and using civil defense forces. 
Funds for such equipment were entirely 
eliminated by the Appropriations Com
mittee. Many States and cities were 
prepared to go ahead as soon as such 
matching money became available. 
Failure to provide funds for these pur
poses will halt State and local develop
ments in this important communication 
field. 

The appropriation of $21,106,000 _to 
permit States and cities to make up pres
ent deficiencies that exist in fire pumpers 
for which $15,625,000 is required, and 
certain specialized firefighting equip
ment and hose in the amount of $5,481,-
000 is the most serious oversight in the 
House report. Atomic warfare which 
will inevitably lead to conflagrations or 
fire storms, makes the availability of fire
fighting equipment in enormous num
bers, a must. Surveys have shown our 
present great deficiencies in this respect. 
Seventy percent of all property damage 
during World War II was caused by fire. 
Congress appropriated $100,000,000 at 
the beginning of World War II for fire
fighting equipment. While only $50,000,-
000 was actually used for this purpose 
due to our victories; Congress did realize 
the need for such civil defense prepara
tions as early as 1942. This was long be
fore such terrifying weapons as the A
bomb, the buzz bomb, and other guided 
missles. It is clear that our need is 
much greater now. 

Most of our large target cities have 
funds available to match Federal money 
for the purchase of fire-fighting equip.. 
ment. The $21,106,000 asked for this 
purpose would result in stimulating 
States and cities to proceed with the 
planning, procurement, and use of fire
fighting equipment and hose. 

The method of surveying and placing 
such firefighting equipment which has 
been developed by the Federal Civil De
fense Administration, is based on plans 
first developed in the Long Beach-Los 
Angeles metropolitan area. It makes 
sense and the sooner our great cities 
get prepared for atomic disasters and 
fire storms the better. I point out that 
such equipment would be available for 
such catastrophes as the Texas City 
explosion, the San Francisco and Balti
more fires and the Perth Amboy dis
aster. In all of these catastrophes fire 
equipment had to be brought in from 
miles away. The delay increased the 
fire peril and resulted in the destruction 
of many more square miles of buildings 
and increased the loss of life. 

The appropriation of $2,773,000 for 
small portable firefighting equipment 
for use by wardens is equally important. 
Included in this category would be funds 
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for fire -extinguishers and fire extin
guisher hand pumps. 

The addition of $11,751,000 for special 
rescue equipment is vital to present civil 
defense planning. There were hun
dreds buried in Berlin, Hamburg, Tokyo, 
Hiroshima and Nagasaki, who might 
have been saved' if the specialized rescue 
equipment described by the Federal 
Civil Defense Administration had been 
on hand. If such equipment had been 
available it would have been of great 
use during the recent Kansas City flood. 

Of the above amount $10,000,000 would 
be provided for special rescue trucks 
similar . to police emergency vehicles or 
the all-purpose utility rescue trucks in : 
use in some cities. Hydraulic jacks, · 
winches, and other specialized ·rescue · 
material outlined in the Federal Civil 
Defense Administration estimates also 
are essential in lessening the effects of 
an atomic attack. Much of this equip
ment is new and it must be developed in 
cooperation with target-area cities. 
State and local funds are available also 
for such equipment. The additional $1,-
751,000 is needed for this purpose. Only 
by the stimulation of local governments 

·and the pooling of Federal, State, and 
local funds will it be possible to con
struct and purchase enm1gh of this 
equipment to be effective in case of at
tack. 
. Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I ask 

unanimous consent that all debate on 
this amendment and all amendments 
thereto do now close, and that all Mem
bers be permitted to extend their re
marks at this point. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is. there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Missouri? · 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 

the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from California [Mr. DoYLE]. 

The amendment was rejected: 
The Clerk read as follows: 

EMERGENCY SUPPLIES AND EQUIPMENT 
For procurement of reserve stocks of · 

emergency civil defense materials, as auth
orized by subsection (h) of section 201 of 
the Federal Civil Defense Act of 1950, $50,-
000,000: Provided, That unobligated balances 
of funds appropriated for Federal contribu
tions in the Third Supplement Appropriation 
Act, 1951, shall be available for the purchase 
of medical supplies and equipment. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. RANKIN: On 

page 31, atter line 13, insert the following: 
' "NATIONAL DEFENSE, RIVERS AND HARBORS 

. "Tennessee-Tombigbee inland waterway: 
For work of construction of the Tennessee
Tombigbee inland waterway heretofore au
thorized by law (Public Law 525, 79th Cong.), 
$5,000,000." 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that all debate on the 
amendment do now close. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Missouri? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 

the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. RANKINJ. 

The question was taken; and on a divi
sion (demanded by· Mr. RANKIN) there 
were-ayes 62, noes 95. · . 

;iv.Ir. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
for tellers. 

Tellers were refused. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
SEC. 1313. In the administration of the va

rious acts authorizing construction of river 
and harbor and flood-control projects, the 
following shall be hereafter applicable: 

(a) The Secretary of the Army is authorized 
and directe'd to have the Chief of Engineers 
prepare a planning report for each river and 
harbor project, and for each flood-control 
project, heretofore or hereafter adop.ted and 
authorized by law. Appropriation for con
struction of an adopted and authorized proj
ect, or authorized modification thereof, is 
authorized only after submission by the Sec
retary of the Army of a planning report to 
Congress and the printing thereof as a docu
n:ent of Congress. Any planning report sub
mitted during recess of Congress shall be 
printed immediately by the Public Printer as 
a_ document of the following session of Con
gress: Provided, That a planning report shall 
not be made for any project on which con
struction has been completed. The planning 
report shall be in the format, content, and 
nontechnical terminology of the survey re
port, and shall carefully develop and present 
the following information with respect to an 
authorized project: 

1. A complete description of the project, 
indicating _ any changes .from the project as . 
described in the ~urvey report, including 
power and other additional features. 

'. 2. An up-to-date estimate of construction 
costs, specifically pesignating the amount 
of contingencies ·allocated to each item. 

3. A statement of the rate of prosecution 
of the w<::Jrk, including the most economical 
construction schedule and money require
ments. 

4. P..n up-to-date economic analysis, and 
reevaluatio1:i of the cost -benefit ratio. 

5. Relocations requirements and cost. 
6. Land acquisition requirements and cost. 
7. Changes, subsequent to submission of 

the survey report to the Congress, in the 
public necessity for the work and propriety 
of its construction, continuance, or main
tenance at the expense of the United i::tates. 

, 8. Status of -local cooperation. .. 
9. The applicability of provisions of con

tinuing authorization acts to the project. 
10. The recommendations of the Board of 

Engineers for Rivers and Ha_rbors. 
After the planning report for a project 

has been submitted to Congress, and after 
initial construction funds have been ap
propriated, such project shall be reviewed by 
the Chief of Engineers in the first ;half of 
each succeeding fiscal year, and a statement 
of progress thereon, in such form as to per
mit of ready comparison with the planning 
report, shall be filed by him with the Ap
propriations Committees of Congress not lat
er .than the following 1st day of February. 

(b) The Chief of Engineers is directed to 
make a report to the Congress not later than 
December 31, 1952, upon all river and har
bor projects, and flood-control projects, 
adopted and authorized since March 3, 1925, 
the construction or further improvement of 
which under present conditions is undesir
able, inadvisable, or uneconomical, or in 
which curtailment of the projects should 
be made for any other reason. 

Mr. LARCADE. Mr. Chairman, I of
f er an amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. LARCADE: On 

page 42, line 3, strike out all of section 1313. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Louisiana is recognized. 

Mr. FORD. iVIr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield for a parliamentary- in
quiry? 

Mr. LARCADE. I yield briefly. 
Mr. FORD. Mr. Chairman, I have an 

amendment which I would like to offer 
as a substitute for the amendment of
fered by the gentleman from Louisiana. 
May. I offer that subsequent to his pres
entation and debate and prior to the vote 
on his amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The proposed sub
stitute offered by the gentlem~n from 
Michigan [Mr. FoRnJ is rather in the 
nature of a perfecting amendment and 
would have to be taken up by the com
mittee first. 

The gentleman may offer his amend
ment after the gentleman from Louisi
ana has concluded. 

Mr. LARCADE. Mr. Chairman, early 
in the day I called the attention of the 
House to the -fact that section 1313 of 
this bill was legislation on an appropria
tion bill and stated that the Public 
Works Committee of the House claimed 
that it was an encroachment upon the 
prerogatives of that committee. It had 
a meeting and passed a resolution di
recting that an amendment be offered to 
strike out section 1313 of this bill, and 
the ·chairman of that committee has ap
pointed me to represent this committee, 
and present this amendment which I 
have done. 

I also said this morning that the com
mittee had also passed a resQlution stat
ing that they authorized the chairman 
of the committee to appoint a subcom
mittee to investigate the charges that 
were made in tbe report by the Civil 
Functions Committee. In view of the 
fact that the Hous_e has demonstrated 
that it seems to be economy-minded this 
evening I should like particularly to call 
your attention to the fact that the enact
ment of this section will cost the Gov
ernment a substantial amount of money, 
because it will-require a great number of 
extra employtes a~d . additional expendi
tures in order to meet the provisions of 
the terms of section (b) which I will 
read hurriedly: 

(b) The Chief of EngineP-rs is directed to 
make a report to the Congress not later than 
December 31, 1952, upon all river and harbor 
projects, anG. flood-control projects, adopted 
and authorized since March 3, 1925, the con
struction or further improvement of which 
under present conditions is undesirable, in
advisable, or uneconomical, or in which cur
tailment of the projects should be made for 
any other reason. 

This will tal{e an army by itself, and 
will cost millions of dollars. 

-Now, Mr. Chairman, with regard to 
the merits of the amendment I would 
say that-

First. If there is a need for the cum
bersome procedure proposed in Section 
1313 with respect to the civil works of 
the Corps of Engineers that procedure 
is equally needed and should be applied 
to the work o{ th,e Bureau ·of Reclama
tion, Soil Conservation Service, Tennes
see Valley Authority, and all other con
struction agencies of the Government. 
None of the other agencies surmits sur-
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vey reports in such complete form as the 
Corps of Engineers. In fact the Soil 
Conservation Service is now recom
mending authorization of works based 
on general sampling procedures and 
without any precise data as to location 
of works, costs, and so forth. And the 
reclamation law permits automatic au
thorization without specific action by 
Congress on individual projects. The 
Congress authorizes and appropriates 
billions for relief, rehabilitation, and 
public works all over the world without 
a fraction of the data as to how the 
money will be spent that it gets from the 
Corps of Engineers. Yet it is now pro
posed to hamper still further the most 
important part of the entire domestic 
public works program. 

Second. The actual cost experience of 
the Corps of Engineers is not nearly 
so black as the committee's report in
dicates. Anyone with experience in 
large-scale enterprises, especially con
struction work during unsettled condi- . 
tions, knows that increases are often in
evitable. The committee's analysis does 
not show how many projects were com
pleted for less than the estimates or 
slightly more, with allowance for general 
price advances, and so forth. Exhibits 
7, 8, and 9 show that there have been 
increases of over 10 percent in about 
one-third of the projects in the current 
program. Nothing is said about the 
other two-thirds of the program which 
presumably are within 10 percent or be
low the estimate. In order to make a 
fair comparison of performance, it is 
interesting to review the record of the 
Bureau of Reclamation as it appears on 
pages 392 and 431 of the House hear
ings on the Interior Department fiscal 
year 1952 appropriations. In those 
hearings, it is recorded that for all the 
projects included in the fiscal year 
1952 justi:fication-34 in number-the 
present estimated costs exceed the orig
inal estimated costs by 115 percent. 
Also, the experience of the Federal con
struction agencies is not widely different 
from private enterprise. The commit
tee report speaks of great savings that 
would come from having better cost data 
available. This is misleading. Savings 
do not accrue from information per se. 
They can come only from stopping the 
work itself. 

Third, further, legislation inquiring 
that a planning report be formally sub
mitted to Congress by the Secretary of 
the Army and printed as a congressional 
document would be detrimental to the 
orderly progress of the river and har
bor and ftood control programs. Such 
a formalized procedure would qelay proj
ects urgently needed and desired by Con
gress, because of the time necessarily 
consumed in submitting and printing the 
reports. Section 1 of the 1944 Flood Con
trol Act requires that any report on a 
proposed project be referred to gover .. 
no rs· and other Federal agencies for ·90 
days prior to submission to Congress. 
Not only would this cause delay because 
of the 90-day period, but it would give 
opportunity for local squabbles and mi
nority opposition to reeµter the picture, 
whereas such matters are supposedly 
Eettled once and for all at the time of 

initial authorizaton. Reports submitted 
to Congress by the Corps of Engineers 
must be reviewed and cleared by the 
Bureau of the Budget to determine re
lationship with the program of the Presi
dent. This is done with respect to sur
vey reports prior to authorization. A re
peat review and clearance would take 
considerable time and amount simply 
to duplication of effort. 

·Fourth. The proposed formal proce
dure is objectionable from the stand
poilit of good legislative practice. Cer
tainly the Appropriation Committee 
r:hould have full information regarding 
all projects presented for appropriations. 
The Corps of Engiheers has always sup
plied all information requested by the 
c~mmittee. The Chief of Engineers, in 
the hearing on August 9, stated that he 
desired to furnish the comm~ttee any 
and all data they desire. But the pro
posed procedure in section 1313 amounts 
to a reconsideration of the authorization 
of projects; not the supplying of data 
for use of the Committee on ·Appropria
tions in determining the need for funds. 
The consideration of authorization 
would be by the already overloaded Ap
propriations Committee in the haste of 
preparing appropriation bills and with
out the benefit of open public hearings; 
whereas the Public Works Com1nittee is 
charged by law with the responsibility 
of considering authorization.3. The Pub
lic ~m;~s .Committee can and does take 
plenty of time and holds prolonged hear
ings; it is able to deliberate the merits 
of projects without the press of meeting 
deadlines on important money bills. 
The functions of authorizing and appro
priating should be kept separate, not 
merged _ as would result from section 
1313. 

Fifth. It is not practical to require 
the planning report to be acted on by 
the Board of Engineers for Rivers and 
Harbors. The Board was created to 
consider projects prior to authorization. 
It is not set up to consider the detailed 
matters of engineering design, and so 
forth, that are encountered in preparing 
a project for construction after authori
zation. This step would also consume 
time unnecessarily and would, therefore, 
be detrimental to the program. · 

Sixth. The planning report proce
dure, whether or not the reports are for
mally printed as congressional docu
ments, would require a large increase in 
personnel in the Office of the Chief of 
Engineers in Washington. It would also 
require a large increase in the funds 
provided for planning each year. In 
contrast to these proposed increased 
needs, the civil functions bill contains 
less for salaries in the Chief of Engineers' 
office than in 1951; and the House cut 
out all planning funds from the bill. 
Blood cannot be squeezed from a turnip. 

Seventh. A proposal of the scope and 
importance of that contained in section 
1313 should be considered carefully, and 
not rammed through as a rider on an 
urgent -appropriation- bill. It is a piece 
of substantive legislation, permanent in 
character, and is not properly in an ap
propriation bill. If such a measure is to 
be considered it should be placed before 
the Public Works Committee, ·where all 

aspects of the matter can be thoroughly 
explored in open hearings. The views 
of the Director of the Budget, the Secre .. 
tary of the Army, and the Chief of Engi
neers should be obtained. The hearings 
indicate that the Chief of Engineers does 
not favor the proposal for a number of 
very good reasons. Other witnesses who 
would be affected should be heard. And 
there should be full opportunity for dis
cussion and debate in the House. 

Eighth. Part (b) of the section 1313 is 
also a matter that should be handleci 
wholly by the Public Works Committe~ 
and has no place in an appropriation bill. 
There are many hundreds of authorized 
river and harbor and flood-control proj
ects . that have been authorized since 
1925, many of them within the last 10 
years. To report on them again within 
little more than a year is not necessary 
or desirable. It is manifestly impossible 
to make such a review in a short time 
unless the review were superficial only; 
certainly the committee does not want 
that, since its whole report is directed 
toward greater thoroughness. There are 
ample ways of screening obsolete or out
moded projects without a vast outlay of 
time, talent, and money which should be 
directed towartl building urgent projects. 
The recent floods have demonstrated 
that nature does not wait on procrasti
nation. 

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? · 

Mr. LARCADE. I yield. 
Mr. DONDERO. I just want to say to 

the committee that the Committee on 
Public Works this morning voted unani
mously to instruct the gentleman from 
Louisiana as its temporary chairman to 
offer the amendment which- he has of
fered . . 

Mr. LARCADE. That is correct. 
Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask 

unanimous consent that the gentleman's 
time be extended 5 minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I re
gret that I must object. 

The CHAffiMAN. Objection is heard. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I ask 

unanimous consent that all debate on 
the pending amendment and all amend
ments thereto close in 10 minutes. 

Mr. PICKETT. Mr. Chairman, I ob
ject. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I move 
that all debate on this amendment and 
all amendments thereto close in 10 min
utes. 

The question was taken; and the Chair 
being in doubt, the Committee divided, 
and there were-ayes 115, noes 45. 

So the motion was agreeC:l to. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I un

derstand the committee will have 5 min
utes to close? 

Mr. PICKETT. Oh, no. Some of us 
should have more than 30 seconds, too. 

Mr. CANNON. The committee should 
have the right to close. Up to this time 
the committee have been given no op
portunity to be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state 
that there has been no agreement divid
ing the time for debate at less than 5 
minutes each and anyone recognized 
may demand the right to address the 
Committee for the full 5 minutes. 
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Mr. FORD. Mr. Chairman, I offer a 
perfecting amendment. · 

The Cler;k read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. FORD : 
Page 42, line 6, strike out the word "is'• 

and .insert "and the Secretary of the In- · 
terior are." · . 

Page 42, line 7, after the word "engineers,. 
insert the following "and the Commissioner 
of Reclamation.' ,. 

Page 42, line 13, after the word "Army" in, .. 
sert-the following, "and the Secretary of the 
Interior.' ' 

Page 43, line 23, after the word "engineers•• 
insert the following "and the commissioner 
of Reclamation.'' 

Page 44, line 1, strike out the word "him'• 
and insert the word "them." 

Page 44, line 3, strike out the word "ls:• 
and, insert "and the Commissioner· of Recla
mation are." 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Mr. Chairman, a 
point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. ·The ge.ntleman will 
state it. · · 
. Mr. DEMPSEY. The amendment is 
not. germane to this section, and in ad
dition to -that, it · is purely legislation 
on an appropriation ·bill. , 
- The CHAIRMAN. ·noes the . gentle: 

man from Michigan desire to address 
himself to the point of order? · 

Mr. FORD. Mr. Chairman, in reply 
to the point of order made by the 
gentleman from New Mexico, I would 
like to say first that under the ·rule 
adop'ted at the t ime this legislation· c·ame 
to the ftoor all ·points of order were 
waived. Secondly, I think that the 
amendment is germane because it does 
apply to engineering and constru.ction 
of Federal projects, and section 1313 iri 
itself applies to engineering and con-
struction of Federal projects. · . 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Mr. Chairman, the 
Committee on Rules waived points of 
order to the bill, but they certainly can
not waive points of order to an amend
ment which might oe offered, which the 
gentleman is proposing to do; . 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready 
to rule. 

With respect to the question of waiv
ing all points of order, that runs only 
to the provisions of the bill and not to 
amendments offered to the bill. A prop
osition in an appropriation bill pro
posing to change existing law but per~ 
mitted to remain, may be perfected by 
germane amendments, provided they do 
not add further legislation. The Chair 
is of the opinion that this amendment 
does add further legislation, ·and, there
fore, sustains the point of order. 

Mr. TACKETT. Mr. Chairman, a 
parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. TACKETT. As to the list of 
names that the Chair read a while. ago, 
are they to be recognized for any length 
of t ime? 

The CHAIRMAN. They are each en
titled to 5 minutes, if they demand time. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, a par
liamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN .. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. CANNON. If it is the purpose of 
the Chair to allot a fraction of this time 
to all Members who rose, that would be 
manifestly impossible, so I ask unani- . 

motis consent, Mr. Chairman, .that all 
debate close in 5 minutes, and that 5 
minutes be given to 'the committee; The 
other side has presented the amendment 
but the-eommittee in charge of the bill 
has been ·given no opportuility · to be 
heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 

. Missouri? 
Mr. PICKETT. I object, .Mr. Chair

man. 
· Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that all debate on 
this amendment and all amendments· 
thereto do now close. 
· Mr. TACKETT. I object, Mr. Chair
man. 

The CHAIRMAN. All .of .the Mem
bers whose names are on the list, if they 
demand 5 minutes, will be entitled to it. 

Mr. TACKETT. I · demP,nd recogni
tion, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN.. The Chair recog,.. 
nizes the gen:leman from Arkansas [Mr. 
·TACKETT] for 5 minutes. 

Mr. TACKETT .. Mr. Chairman, the 
majority of the Committee on Appro
priations is asking this House .to destroy 
the greatest agency in the Federal Gov
ernment after only 10 minutes of delib
eration. Unless this amendment. is 
adopted, you will have · assisted to de.:. 
stroy the Army engineers. Section 1313 
places such a burden upon the engineers 
as to afford a majority ·of. the Commit .. . 
tee on ApprC:>Priatibns an opportunity to 
so discredit the .Corps of Engineers .as, to 
enhance . their intentions of eventually . 
allowing the Bureau of Reclamatiolf .to .. 
take over all civil-works construction of 
the Federal Government. '· 

I think it would be a shame and a dis-
. ·grace to. impose these restrictions upon 
the ·engineers. I should like to know 
why every other agency of the Federal 
Governme:r;it. is not required to carry out 
similar actions in order to meet· the ap
proval of the Appropriations Committee. 
A majority of the Appropriations Com
mittee has decided to take over the func
tions, duties, and operations of the 
tJnited States Army engineers until they 
can hand them over to the Bur.eau of 
Reclamation. 

I would like anyone in this House to 
name one agency in the Federal Gov
ernment that has done more for the peo
ple of the United States than the United 
States Army engineers. I heard General 
Pick make a speech the other day down 
in Arkansas, in which he stated that the 
ftood in Kansas and Missouri was going 
to cost more than $1,000,000,000, and 
that with only twice that sum of money 
he would t~ able to curb the ftoodwaters 
in the United States. It · is shameful 
that so many people in this country have 
fought ftood control-an established and 
proven means to preserve the soil of this 
country, build up our lands, and take 
care of our natural resources-realizing 
that each and every year billions of dol
lars are washed down the rivers, never 
again to be restored. 

We have one agency in this Govern
ment of ours that is ready, willing, and 

. anxious to do something about these 
destructions. Hereto! ore the Congress 
has given them the opportunity to do 
something for the people of this coun-

try. Today a.majority of the Appropria
tions Committee.offers a provision which 
would destroy; mind you, upon 10 min
utes' deliberation in this House, the 
greatest agency I know anything .about 

. in our Federal Government. 
Section 1313 is for the further purpose 

of abandoning adopted and authorized 
projects. _ I am indeed hopeful that this 
House is alert to the drastic purposes of 
this section. 

If every branch of this Government 
were as conservative as the Corps of En
gineers, .and if every agency of our Gov
ernment were performing their duties 
and responsibilities as well as the Engi
neers, our .... mail criticizing public func
tions would be suppressed. Please do not 
destroy the mer1torious functions of 
General Pjck and his department. 

Mr. RABA UT. Mr. Chairman, .I rise 
in opposition to· the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, the language of sec·
tion 1313 in nowise affects the statutory 
·procedure for the· authorization of civ.il
works projects. The authorization pro.:. 
cedure was crystallized in statute by 
sheer necessity. Thus in -1902 the chair
man of the Rivers and Harbors Commit
tee realized that the information ftir
·nished his committee in the form of re- ' 
ports by the Corps of Engineers was too . 
varied . in "form and content to permit 
objective -· consideration by' tlie Rivers 
and Harbors Committee. The Rivers and 
Harbors chairman commented in debate 
on the H;ouse floor _in 1902,_ as follows: 

It ls true that to an extent we can deCide 
on these reports and · recognize the differ
ent standards adopted, but it is . very desir.:. 
able that a · ·uniform standard should be 
adopted by the executive department. 

Therefore Congress, in 1902, stand
ardized by statute the form of report 
which i~ considereq by the civil Works 
Committee. It is known as a survey re
port, ·and is the basis qn ~hich the Civil 
Works Committee considers the authori.: 
zation of projects. The survey report is 
also the basis on which Congress author
izes civil-works projects. This procedure 
has been strengthened by many farther 
statutory · provisions. This procedure is 
not touched by the language, but is left 
intact. · 

The language provides merely that the 
corps standardize · for the consideration 
of the Appropriations Committee the 
data supplied each year by the Corps ·of 
Engineers. This data is to be contained 
in a report, knmvn as the planning re
port, for the information of the Appro-'· 
priations Committee. · 

The proposed language does no more 
than prescribe a form for the data which 
the corps furnishes each year to the 
Appropriations Committee. There can 
be no question that the Appropriations 
Committee has the right to request in
formation from the executive depart
ments and to prescribe the form it shall 
take. The Appropriations Committee is 
in the same situation that the Rivers 
and Harbors Committee was in 1902. 

Uniformity nust be attained in the 
information obt1:1.ined from the corps for 
appropriations purposes. This is what 
the pending language accomplishes. 

That is the whole thing we are trying 
to do, to have some form on which we 
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can decide so we will not walk.into these 
conditions such as we have discovered, 
of the3e projects ,being: $800,000,0.00 out 
of the way. That is all this does . . 

Mr. McGRATH. Mr. Chairman, Will ' 
the gentleman yield? · 

Mr. RABA UT. I yield. 
Mr. McGRATH. I would like to ad

dress myself to section B of section 1313, 
and in this limited time· point out to the ' 
House that more money can be saved : 
by the adoption of this section than by . 
any Of the cuts that have been made 
here today. I buttres~ that · argument : 
by calling your attention to the fact that : 
25 years ago this same thing was done, 
and 163 projects which had heretofore " 
been adopted were reclassified and re- :· 
c·onsidered. Of that number, 123 were . 
held to be uneconomical and passe. .The 
Arniy engineers · determined · that 16 
should be curtailed, and only 23 were · 
approved. . . . . 

Mr. FORD. Mr. Cliairman, will the ' 
gentleman yield? - · · · · · · · · 

Mr. RABAUT. I yield. 
Mr. FORQ. . i W9\ll.ci li~E;l to say, th~t 

section B of section 1313 is highly de
sirable. I have some· reservatfon about 
the other part,· but section B is very e~-
cellent legislation. · · · 

Mr. McGRATH. We hav.e been pass"'. . 
ing legislation for the past 25 years. If · 
we go into this, and have the Army en- · 
gineers follow the sai:ne procedure they · 
did 25- years ago :with public hearing's, · 
with the people in their locality having · 
their say, the scientific men and th_e 
men. in the- field 'of research as well as 
businessmen, then you will save a great . 
deal of money. Many of these ' things . 
are no longer necess~ry, but my col
leagues this is nothing more than any 
gooci" businessman would-'cio to evaluate ' 
his business and go through his inven- : 
tory. I say,' if';you' want to save· money, 

' this is the thing to do. · · 
~, I have w'orked very haro with' my coi
leagues', the· _ gentlem~n · from Michfgan • . 
and the gentleman · froin Wisconsin, on 
these flood-control projects. Thi's is the · 
point, in section B, to really save the' tax
payers of America millions of dollars. · 

Mr. SMITH of Mississippi. Mr.' Chair-·' 
man, will the gentleman yield? . · 

Mr. RA~.o1. UT. I yi~ld. . . . . 
Mr. SMITH of Mississippi. Does the 

gentleman realize that on the reevalua
tion which he -is asking the Committee· · 
on Appropriations to make, under whose 
auspices the reevaluation would be made, 
the committee would by that function be 
usurping the .power of another regularly 
constituted committee of the House? 

Mr. RABAUT. No, we are usurping 
no power of any other committee. That 
certainly should be brought out here. 
The Committee on Appropriations is 
simply trying by section 1313 to do for 
itself what had been done in 1902 by the 
chairman at that time of the Commit
tee on Rivers and Harbors, just so that 
we have an understanding and that we 
know what we. are doing with the infor
mation that is brought to the commit
tee. 

Mr. · SMITH of Mississippi. The gen
tleman ·has admitted my point. 

Mr. RABAUT. No, 1 have not. 
XCVII-655 

Mr. LECOMPTE. Mr. Chairman, Will ' 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RABAUT. I yield. 
Mr. LECOMPTE. Will the adoption of : 

section 1313, deauthorize a gr.eat number 
of projects that have been al}thorized by : 
law? 

Mr ... RABAUT. It will :not. 
Mr. LECOMPTE.· It appears to me it 

would set a limitation. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 

gentleman from Michigan has expired. -
All time has· expired. 
The question is on the amendment of

fered by the gentleman from · Louisiana , 
[Mr. LARCADE], 

The question was taken; and on a di
vision <demanded by Mr. RABAUT) there 
were_..:_ayes· 113, noes 57 . . 

Mr. RABAUT. ·Mr. Chairman, I ask . 
for tellers. · · 
· Tellers · were ref used. 

So the amendment was agreed to: 
· Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin. ·Mr: Chair- . 

man; I offer :an amendment; which is at ~ 
the Clerk's desk. ' 
' The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offe~ed by Mr. SMITH of .Wis- . 
consin: ·Page 4it, line· 10, a dd a 'riew section: ' 

. "Any ·fundi:;_provid.ed by this· act .shall · not · 
be available for_ the _compensation of persons : 
performing domestic informat~on f-unctions : 
or related supporting functions in exces.s of 1 
5'9 p~~c:ent ~!the arilo'int. pr~~ided herein." . 

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin.;. Mr. Chair- : 
man; ·I-Shall take. but"a.·minutei· ._· 

I 'have -bee-U -in the -wen of this House ,. 
on four ·other -appropriation' bills and · 
have ;offered the ·same--amendmeht. ·It : 
deals with the matter of domestic irl.f or- ; 
matfon fun·ctions. 'In other words, pub- : 
licity and propaganda. · I am informed : 
that 'this bill has been c.ut considerably, · 
and there 18 no reason at all why we can-· 
not' cut the publicity and propaganda · 
50 percent. · . 

I urge the adoption of my ~mendment. ' 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I ask · 

unanimous consent that all debate on 
this amendment . do . now close. 

The CHAIRMAN: . Is thete 'objec'tion? 
There was rio oojection. - · 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on · 

the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Wisconsin CM_r. SMITHJ. 

The amendment was agreed to. · 
Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer 

an amendment which I send to the ciesk. 
Tl;ieClerk read as follows: 
Amendment .offered by Mr. JENSEN: Page 

44, line 10, insert a new section as follows: 
"None of the funds provided by this act 

shail be used to pay employees at an average 
rate in excess 'of that paid from the regular 
appropriations provided to the departments 
concerned in the regular 1952 appropriation 
bills. Prov ided furth er, That where separate 
agencies have been set up under_ the Defense 
Production Act or the Civilian Defense Act, 
such average salary shall not exceed $4,500 
per annum." 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I make 
the point of order that the amendment ' 
is legislation on an appropriation bill. -
It proposes to fix salaries and that is : 
manifestly legislation and not in order. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, I would 
like to be heard on the point of order. 

This amendment, Mr. Chairman, is 
purely and simply a limitation on the · 
amount of money that may be paid to . 

Federal employees. In the regular agen
cies of Government employees receive an · 
average of about $3,700 per annum . . This 
simply limits other employees to· .a 
minimum. . I believe the amendment is . 
germane because it does not·increase the . 
authority of any agency which has ap- : 
propriations in this act. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready . 
to rule. 

In the opinion of the Chair that sec
tion of the amendment beginning after 
the .word "further" and especially that 
part which seeks to set a maximum upon , 
the salaries which may be paid is clearly . 
not a limitation but is legislation, and, 
therefore, subject to a point of order. 

Mr. CANNON . . Mr. Chairman, · I 
move that the Committee do now rise · 
and report the bill back to the House. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman; the bill . 
has not been completely read. · · 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. .The Clerk . has not 
yet completed the reading of the bill. 

The gentleman from Iowa offers an · 
amendment· which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as fallows: · 
· Amend.ment oflered by Mr. jENSEN: · On · 

page 44, line 10, insert · a new section as fol- · 
lows: 

"None. of the . funds provided by this act 
shall be used to pay employees at an average 
rat~ in excess of that paid from the regular . 
appropriations provided to the departments 
concerned in the reg_ular 1952 appropriation . 
bills." · 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
fr.om .Iowa is_ recognized. . i 

Mr. · JENSE,N. Mr. Chairman, while , 
the part that was stricken was a very · 
valuable part of the amendment, the : 
remainder still has the effect of hold
ing down· such high wages as might be 
paid in great numbers by the agencies · 
for which· we appropriate in this bill. 
It is -a fair amendment because of the · 
fact that in this biH we have thousands · 
of high-paid employees provided for, 
thousands who are supposed · to draw · 
over $10,000 a year. 

The average wage of the regular em
ployee of the Government is in the 
neighborhood of $3,700. In this bill the 
average provided for the different agen
cies for the added employees which they 
seek to put on the payroll runs nearer 
to $5,000 a year. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JENSEN. I yield. 
Mr. PHILLIPS. Am I right in think- · 

ing that the gentleman's amendment 
would prevent what would otherwise be . 
a grea:t blow to the morale of the civil
service employees, those who have spent 
a lifetime of work in the civil service of 
our country? They would see people 
being put on by an emergency agency 
to do the same kind of work at a higher 
salary. The gentleman's amendment 
would· make equal kinds of work get the 
same salary. 

:.-' Mr. JENSEN. That is right; and 
without this amendment the tendency 
would be to draw to the emergency 
agencies good employees from the old
line agencies; it would be a very detri
mental thing for the old-line agencies 
of the Government. ... ----· 
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Mr. REES of Kansas. Mr. Chairm:;i.n, opportunitY for the membership, ·except 
will the gentleman yield? a few members of the committee-to 

Mr. JENSEN. I yield. examine it. The bill amounts to $1,600,-
Mr. REES of Kansas. I call attention 000;000. There should have been a lapse 

to one agency, Civil Defense, where you of at least a few days during which the 
have, I figure, 300 of the first employees Members could have had to at least look 
all the way from $6,400 to $17,500. In it over. Instead, you submit 1 day and 

. the bill here under Civil Defense you jam it through the House the next day. 
have 115 employees who draw $8,800; 90 It contains many items affecting many 
who draw $1.0 ,000; 9 who draw $12,000; people, most important of which are the 
and 8 who draw $14,000. You are pay- taxpayers of this country who will be 
ing more money in these new agencies called up to foot the bill. 
than you are in the old-line agencies. I This bill is described as a supplemental 
think the amendment ought to be bill. As I understand the ordinary pro
approved. ~ cedure, supplemental bills are considered 

Mr. JENSEN. Yes; and here are a after other bills have been enacted into 
lot of career employees who have been .Jaw, except in cases of emergency. While 
.OD; the job for lQ, 12, or 15 years, who I am on that subject, I direct your atten
have never got up to the pay of $5,000; · tion to the fact that ordinarily all regu- · 
and yet · we bring in under this bill a lar appropriation bills are expected to be 
new :flock of folks and will pay them enacted into law before the first of July 
under the provisions of this bill unless each year. If you will glance at the cal
my amendment is adopted twice as much endar you will observe that up to date; 
right off the bat as the good old Fed• August 20, 1951, only 2 regular appro
eral employees are drawing. priation bills out of 10 bills have been 

Mrr REES of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, enacted into law. Those two are the 
in line with the statement just made Treasury and Post Office supply, and the 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. JEN- J bill for the District of Columbia. All 
SEN], I want to further direct your atten- ..... others have required continuing resolu
tion to the recruitment of employees by · tions in order to keep them functioning. 
the heads of the new agencies that.have I grant you the 10 bills have passed the 
come into being and are in some way ·. House and · are either pending in the 
connected with the defense effort. -2 other body or awaiting. conference re~ 

! · In order to build up their employment . ports. So, this supplemental bill is sub
they are plenty lax in requirements of ~ mitted before action is completed on 
qualifications and liberal with respect ., bills that have passed the House con
to payment of salaries. If you will ex- " taining similar subject matter. Tliere 
amine their organizations, you will find . must be something wrong when, 8 
them pretty well loaded with a number . months after Congress has convened, 
of top-:fiight salaried people with vari .. ! that these important matters are long 
ous kinds of classifications. Many are, delayed, and when supplementals are 
incidentally, "information specialists." requested before legislation not yet en
These agencies, as I have said, run pretty acted into law. 
much alike: We will look at one of sev- Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
eral agencies in your bill. This informa- unanimous consent that all debate on 
tion I am about to give is not in your this amendment do now close. 
report. This happens to concern the · The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
Civil Defense. I believe the employment to the request of the gentleman from 
now is about 4,000 or 4,500. According Missouri? 
,to information I have at hand, the Di- ; There was no objection. 
rector gets an annual salary of $17,500; 1· The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
his first assistant $16,000; then 8 more the amendment offered by the gentleman 
at $8,000; then 9 at $12,000; then 4 at from Iowa [Mr. JENSEN]. 
$11,200; then 90 at $10,000 then 115 at .r The amendment was agreed to. 
$8,800; then 71 at $7,600; 60 at $6,4oo; ~,. The Clerk concluded the reading of 
You can see that the first 300 in this one 
comparatively small group are prety well the bill. 
paid. You see the heads of the agencies Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I move 
fix the classifications and thereby ar- that the Committee do now rise and re
, range salaries. Of course, we should port the bill back to the House with sun-
1 have competent people in these jobs, but dry amendments, with the recommenda-
on the face of things it would seem these tion that the amendments be agreed to 

'agencies are liberal with the taxpayers' and that the bill as amended do pass. 
1 funds when it comes to those hired in The motion was agreed to. 
the higher positions. Accordingly the Committee roEe; and 

t- Mr. Chairman, this is another illus- the Speaker having resumed the chair, 
tration why the bill I have pending be- Mr. HART, Chairman of the Committee of 
fore this Congress providing for the es- · th.e Whole House on the State of the 
tablishment of a permanent Congres- Union, reported that that Committee, 
sional Commission on Government Effi• having had under consideration the bill 
ciency and Economy should be enacted <H. R. 5215) making supplemental appro
into law. The establishment of such priations for the fiscal year ending June 
Commission would keep the Congress ad- 30, 1952, and for other purposes, had di
vised at all times with respect to the use rected him to report the bill back to the 
of funds, overlapping and duplication House with sundry amendments, with 
of functions and activities, and nones- :. ~ the recommendation that the amend-. 
sential Federal expenditures, and would . 'ments be agreed to and that the bill as 
keep informed with regard to salaries amended do pass. 
and other expenditures. Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move 
1 Mr. Chairman, I think it is regrettable the previous question on the bill and all 
that this appropriation bill should be amendments thereto to final passage, ..- · 

_ 1 brought to the House with practically no if._ The previous question was ordere~ 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote 
demanded on any amendment? 

Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Speaker, I de
mand a separate vote on the Jensen 
amendment, on the Phillips amendment 
on page 9, on the Phillips amendment on 
page 10, on the Phillips amendmen't .on 
page 11, on the Cotton amendment on 
pages 27 to 29, the Schwabe amendment 
on page 29, the Smith of Wisconsin 
amendment on page 44, and the Jensen 
amendment on page 44. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote de
manded on any · other amendment? If 
not the Chair will put them in gross. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 

the first amendment on which a separate 
vote has been demanded. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
~mendment offered by Mr. JENSEN: Page 4, 

strike out lines 16, 17, 18, 19, and 20. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 

the next amendment on which a sepa
rate vote has been demanded. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. PHILLIPS: Page 

9; strike out lines 20, 21, 22, and 23. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 

the next amendment on which a separate 
vote has been demanded. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. PHILLIPS: Page 

10, strike out lines 19, 20, and 21. 

'lhe amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 

the next amendment on which a separate 
vote has been demanded. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. PHILLIPS: Page 

10, line 22, strike out the language beginning 
in line 22, page 10, through line 25 on page 
11. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER: The Clerk will report 

the next amendment on which a separate 
vote has been demanded. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. COTTON: Page 

27, line 7, strike out all the language there
after on page 27, page 28 and 29 through line 
11 of page 29. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 

the next amendment on which a separate 
vote has been demanded. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. ScHWABE: Page 

29, line 21, strike out "$127,600,000" and 
insert "$75,000,000." 

; The amendment was agre:1 to. 
; The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 
the next amendment on which a separate 
vote has been demanded. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. SMITH of Wis

consin: Page 44, line 10, add a new section 
as follows: · 

"SEC. 1313. None of the funds provided by 
. this a~t shall be used to pay employees at an 
average rate in excess of that _paid from the 
regular appropriations provided to the ·De
partments concerned in the regular 1952 ap-
propriation· bills. · · - · • · · · > "SEc. 1314. Any funds provlded ·by •this act , 

' shall not be available for the compensation 
, of persons performing domestic information 
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functions or related supporting functions in 
excess of 50 percent of the amount provided 
herein." 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will re

port the next amendment on which a 
separate vote is demanded. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. JENSEN: Page 

44, line 10, insert a new section as follows: 
"None of the funds provided by this act 

shall be used to pay employees at an average 
rate in excess of that paid from the regular 
appropriations provided to the departments 
concerned in the regular 1952 appropriation 
bill." . 

The SPEAKER. The ' question is on 
the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on 

the engrossment and third reading of 
the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. · 

Mr. CLEVENGER. Mr. Speaker, I 
off er a motion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman 
opposed to the bill? 

Mr. CLEVENGER. I am, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. . The Clerk will re- . 
port the motion to recommit. 
. The .Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. CLEVENGER moves to recommit the bill 
to the Committee· on Appropriations. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the motion to recommit. 

The motion to recommit was re
jected. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the passage of the bill. 

The bill was passed. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the tabfe. 
FURTHER MESSAGE FROM THE 

PRESIDENT 

A further message in writing from the 
President of the United States was com
municated to the House by Mr. Hawks, 
one of his secretaries. 

TEMPORARY APPROPRIATIONS 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of House Joint Resolution 
319, making temporary appropriations 
for the fiscal year 1952, and for other 
purposes. 

The Clerk read the joint resolution, as 
follows: 

Resolved, etc., That clause (c) of section 
4 of the joint resolution of July l, 1951 
(Public Law 70), as amended, is hereby 
amended by striking out "August 31, 1951" 
and inserting in lieu thereof "September 30, 
1951." 

SEC. 2. The amount appropriated by sub
section ( e) of section 1 of such joint resolu
tion, as amended, for aid to Palestine refu
gees is hereby increased · by such amount as 
as may be necessary to permit such activity 
to continue under such joint resolution at 
a rate not in excess Of that permitted by 
the amount appropriated therefor for the 
month of August 1951. · 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Missouri? 

Mr. WIGGLESWORTH. Mr. Speaker, 
reserving the right to object, I under
stand that this continuing resolution 
provides for a continuation throughout 
the month of September on exactly the 
same basis as prevailed in respect to the 
month of August. 

Mr. CANNON. Preci.sely the' same. 
· The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from 
Missouri? 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, in order 
to save time, I object. 
KANSAS-MISSOURI FLOODS-MESSAGE 
- FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 

STATES '(H: DOC.- NO~ 22.8). 

The SPEAKER- laid. before the House : 
the following message from the Presi
dent of the United States, W,hich was 
read; and, together with the accompany-
ing papers, referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed: 

To the Congress of the United States: 
I request your urgent consideration. of 

a matter of grave emergency. 
· A great ftood disaster-one of the most 
terrible in the history of the United 
States-has struck a vast area of the 
Middle West. The center of its devasta
tion is the valley of the Kansas River, . 
but destruction is ·spread through other 
Kansas valleys and parts of Missouri · 
and Oklahoma, and has touched several , 
of the adjacent States. 

From May 15 to early July, rain fell 
almost constantly over an area of thou
sands of square miles, with the heaviest 
downpours concentrated in south-central 
Kansas. By early July, the streams and . 
rivers of Kansas had risen to unprece
dented heights. Reservoirs, where they_ 
existed, overftowed. Millions of tons of 
water plunged downstream, crumbling 
dikes and levees all along the course and 
sweeping away homes, farms, businesses, 
roads, bridges, and communication lines. 
The crest of the ftood hit the concen
trated industrial . ar:ea along the river . 
banks at Kansas City, . Kans., and 
Kansas City, Mo., on July 13, and swept 
a path of destruction across the entire 
width of Missouri before its force was 
spent. 

The velocity of the waters, as well as 
their depth and volume, was without 
parallel in the recorded history of the 
region. For the month of Jufy, stream 
ftow in central Kansas was 70 times 
normal. 

The loss to the Nation along 1,000 miles 
of river valleys is now being measured. 
Already more than $1,000,000,000 in 
physical damage and at least that much 
more in loss of income has been counted · 
in preliminary estimates. · When the 
final estimate is in, the toll will be 
greater. 

I wish that every Member of the Con
gress could have ftown, as I did, over : 
these valleys at the height of the flood. 
I wish that every Member of the Con
gress could now trar.ip through the deso
lated cities of Kansas and drive through 
the wasteland where lie what were some 
of the richest farm acres in the world, 
their crops now obliterated. 
. It is estimated that 30,000 to 40,000 

homes were ftooded. Of these, some 

10,000 or 15,000 are destroyed or have 
st<ffered major damage-many beyond 
repair. 

At the peal: of the ftood, some two or 
three hundred thousand persons were 
driven from their homes. At least 20,000 
of these ·are still displaced-living in 
schoolhouses, churches, auditoriums, 
trailer .camps, temporary housing, or 
with relatives, friends or strangers who 
took them in when the disaster struck. 

At least 5-,000 000 acres of farm land, 
including some of the richest and most 
productive agricultural land in the Na
tion, has been badly damr,ged. Land in 
the path of the ftoods was gouged and 
eroded, its topsoil carried away. At least 
30;000 farms were wholly or partially 
under water-many standing under 25 
feet or more at the peak and remaining 
:flooded for many days. When .the water 
left, thousands of acres were buried un
der sand and gravel. Thousands of 
acres are still covered by "trapped 
water" and must be drained. A year's 
crops were destroyed, hundreds of 
thousands of dollars worth of livestock 
killed, several I!lillion dollars worth of 
critical farm machinery and equipment 
destroyed or seriously damaged. 

-At least 10,000 miles of fences were 
destroyed-enough to skirt the perim
eter of the United · States. Farm build- . 
i:ngs were damaged on 17.,000 .farms. 

, At least 5,000· small businesses were 
completely or partially destroyed. Store 
and factory buildings were swept away, 
merchandise and equipment ruined. 

More than $1,000,000,000 of loss-in 
property damage, and loss of production 
and employment-has already been suf
fered by the industries that are tightly 
concentrated along the Kansas and Mis
souri Rivers at Kansas City, Kans., arid 
Kansas City, Mo. 

In many cases, particularly upstream, 
time was too short and trucks too few 
to allow families to save their furniture 
and other household possessions. As the 
crisis struck, organized effort had to be 

. devoted to saving life. Few lives were 
lost, but many families today have vir
tually nothing beyond the clothes they 
wore when they fted-or were rescued 
from-the path of the waters. 

In the American tradition, neighbors 
have taken care of neighbors. Every 
refugee is being sheltered; everyone is 
fed. Cities not ftooded have "adopted" 
stricken cities. States and communities 
with emergency Federal aid, are restor
ing and repairing roads, utilities, and 
public buildings. A great national or
ganization, the American Red Cross, has 
done and is doing the heroic emergency 
job that people stricken with disaster 
can always count upon. During the 
crisis, Federal agencies, particularly the 
units of the Armed Forces in the area, 
threw all available men and resources 
into the fight to minimize the destruc-
tion. f 

In the tremendous task of putting 
families and communities back on their 
feet, the Federal Government now can do 
two things. First, under · the Disaster 
Relief Act of 1950, regular activities of 
several Federal agencies can ·be specially 
directed to emergency aid, and $25,000,-
000 has been appropriated to assist com
munities in clearing debris, in health 
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protection, in the emergency repair of flood area. They have seen to it that 
public property, and to provide tempo- priorities have been granted for repair 
rary housing and for other emergency work in the area, and that all types of 
relief. Mr. Raymond N. Foley, Adminis- aid have been extended within the lim
trator of the Housing and Home Finance · its of existing laws and funds. The rec
Agency, is responsible for these funds, ommendations contained in this message 
and for coordinating Federal agency · ·are based upon their estimates, after a 
emergency relief activities. month of close observation. 

Thus far, nearly $11,000,000 have been We urgently need to take steps to re-
allocated to Federal agencies and to lieve human suffering and restore eco
State governments for reallocation to nomic life in this flood area, and to pro
local governmental units. Temporary tect against future losses from disasters 
housing needs, remaining clean-up costs, of this type. 
and estimates now being completed by In the long run, of course, the greatest 
States and communities to cover emer- need is for the prevention of floods-
gency repairs to waterworks, sewer sys- · through carefully planned and coordi
tems, streets, roads, bridges, and other . · na ted programs of conservation and 
community facilities will probably ex- water control. Until flood prevention 
haust the remaining $14,000,000, even • can be assured, however, other measures 
with the fullest contributions the local are urgently required to meet the needs 
governments can themselves make. of the present and of the immediate 

Second, a number of lending agen.. future. 
cies-including the Department of Agri.. I recommend, therefore, that the 
culture, the Housing and Home Finance Congress at once approve an appropria
Agency, the Veterans' Administration, tioI?- of $400,000,000 for the following 
and the Reconstruction Finance Corpo- purposes: 
ration-can, to a limited extent, make or 1. To indemnify the flood victims for 
insure loans for the rehabilitation of · a portion of their loss of real and per-
farms, homes, and businesses. . sonal property. 

But in a disaster of this magnitude, ~ ~. 2. To make and guarantee loans on 
the combined resources now available to · liberal terms for the building of homes 
the Federal Government, the States and .; and busjnesses to replace those de- . 
the local communities, and private or- stroyed. 
ganizations such as the American Red 3. To help farmers drain and re- ' 
Cross, are far from enough to accomplish habilitate their land, replace buildings, · 
the tremendous task of restoring for the and restore the productive papa0ity of 
Nation the productivity and economic their farms, through ·on-farm assistance 
vitality of one of its major regions. and disaster loans. 

There are two reasons why the Nation 4. To permit loans where necessary 
must act-and at once-to restore the to enable State and local government 
stricken regions to economic health. _, participation in the rehabilitation ~ctiv
. The first is humanitarian. The vie .. ' ities. 
tims of the flood must be given oppor- • :<. 5. To provide ·funds to establish a 
tunity to renew their farming, to reopen national system of flood-disaster in
their businesses, to build new homes, to surance, similar to the war damage in
find employment-and without a crush- surance system of World War II. 
ing burden of new debt for every indi- To administer the program, I expect 
vidual. In this land, we do not take the to establish a Flood Disaster Administra
view that a man's misfortune, suffered tion as a small policy and control body, 
through no fault of his own, is his own with operating functions placed in exist
affair, or that a stricken community ing Federal and State departments and 
shall be left to shift for itself. Nor.. agencies. 
mally the aid comes from local resources Under the circumstances, a broad 
or from those of private relief agencies. degree of discretion in administering the 
But when the disaster spreads beyond rehabilitation funds is necessary. In 
the capacity of those resources, thC'n this emergency, speed of action is all
the Nation itself must act to share the important. Winter is approaching, and 
loss. congressional authorization for Federal 

The second reason is that we are now aid cannot be delayed to await the de
engaged as a Nation in a struggle for velopment· of fully detailed plans for the 
survival, and we cannot afford to dis- administration of aid in the variety of 
pense for long with the industrial and ~ individual circumstances that will arise. 
agricultural production that came but A broad legislative directive will let the 
is not now coming from the flooded areas. stricken region know in general what can 
The industries in those valleys turned be counted on, so that individuals and 
out hundreds of products that are criti- communities can make plans for going 
cal in the building of military and eco- ahead with rehabilitation activities. 
nomic strength. Our meat supply will The loan programs represent no new 
be seriously affected by the loss of corn departure in Government policy. My 
and livestock, and the food supplies of recommendations will simply increase 
not only this Nation but the whole free the available funds and remove certain 
world niay suffer from the loss of wheat. normal limitations which are inappro-

Because of the effect of the disaster priate in a disaster of this magnitude. 
on the defense effort, I assigned to the But loans-even on liberal terms-are 
Director of Defense Mobilization, Mr. not enough to meet this situation. Peo
Charles E. Wilson, the task of coordinat- ple who lost their homes, farms, and 
ing long-range Federal rehabilitation ac- businesses now have little or no security 
tivities as distinguished from the emer- to offer a lender. Very few, if ·any, indi
gency . relief aid previously described. viduals or businesses had any insurance 
Mr. Alfred E. Howse, of Mr. Wilson's protection against their flood losses. 
staff, has been directing this work in the Generally speaking, private insurance · 

companies have not offered such protec
tion, because of the uncertain nature of 
the risk. Consequently, many people 
were left after the floo.d with nothing
or with nothing but their debts. If they 
could borrow more, new loans added to 
the old ones would create a debt burden 
that for an indefinite time to come would 
be a drag on the economic vitality of the 
region and would impair its ability to 
contribute to building our national ~e
curity. 

For these reasons, I consider it essen
tial to provide some rehabilitation 
grants, directed particularly to assist 
wage earners and small farmers and 
businessmen, whose logses in this flood 
represented personal financial tragedy. 
To accomplish the most in rehabilita-

·. tion with the money available, the in
. demnity program should provide a slid
{ ing scale. For example, on the first $10,
,' 000 of loss (after deducting a standard 
, amount of perhaps ·$200) , the payment 
,. might be 80 percent oil the next $10,000, 

60 percent, and so on, with a maximum 
payment of perhaps $20,000 for any one 

·claimant. The ceiling would exclude the 
. bulk of the industrial losses, but it would 
enable individuals and small businesses 
.to make a prompt new start. Fortu
nately, most of the large industrial con
.cerns affected have other resources; and · 
many are, in fact, already proceeding 
with reconstruction of their plants. 

As part of the rehabilitation program, 
local redevelopment plans should be re
quired in some cases to assure that re

. building does not take place ill areas 
subject to recurrent flooding. For ex
ample, some of the devastated urban 
areas could best be converted to parks, 
recreation areas, or other public uses 
to minimize the amount of investment in 
construction on flood plains. 

The whole aid program must be car
ried out on a basis of joint participation 
by Federal, state, and local ·oovern
ments. The States and cities that are 
affected have already spent much in re
storing their own public services. Never
theless, the States, and where possible 
the cities, should share the cost of the 
whole program on some equitable basis. 

The lack of a national system of fiood
disaster insurance is now a major gap 
in the means by which a man can make 
his home, his farm, or his business se
cure against events beyond his control. 
It is a basic requisite to the rapid re
opening of plants in the flood region, 
where dikes cannot be rebuilt for some 
months, and companies are unwilling, in 
some cases, to undertake the risk of 
being inundated in the meantime. 

The system of flood insurance should 
be based, if possible, upon private insur
ance with reinsurance by the Govern
ment. This was the principle of the 
war-risk insurance in effect in World 
War II. It depends, of course, upon the 
demonstration by private insurers that 
they can meet· the needs of those seek
ing insurance at reasonable rates. 

Once the system of flood insurance is 
in effect, there· should be no need in the 
future for a program of partial indemni
ties such as is now proposed for the 
Midwest flood victims. As a .permanent 
national policy, insurance is far supetior· 
to direct ·Federal payments. 



1951 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE .. . . . 10413 
Suggested appropriation language to On August 7, the congressional resolu

carry out these recommendations is at- tion, together with my letter . of trans
tached to this messag·e. · mittal, the reply from Mr. Shvernik and 

The major features of the indemni.fi- . the resolution of the Presidium of the 
cation proposals I am making are similar Supreme Soviet were all printed in the 
to those already introduced in the Con- Soviet Government;s newspapers and 
gress by Senator HENNINGS and Repre- read over the Soviet Government's radio. 
sentative BOLLING, of Missouri. The This belated publication, by the Soviet 
principles incorporated in all my recom- · Government, of the congressional reso
mendations have the support of the Gov- · lution and my letter of transmittal was 
ernors of Kansas and Missouri and of · undoubtedly influenced by the fact that 
the Governors' advisor.y committee which the Voice of America was continuously 
represents major groups within the 2 broadcasting the text of these docu
States. . They will revive a region of the ments, and their existence could no 
Nation now badly hurt-a region of such longer be concealed from the peoples of 
importance to the security and welfare the Soviet Union. · · 
of the whole country that its revival must I am transmitting to the Congress 
be the immediate concern of all our · herewith the resolution of the Presidium 
citizens. of the Supreme Soviet .. together with the 

I urge the adoption of this program as accompanying letter from Mr. Shvernik. 
an emergency measure. Whatever is· The publication of Senate Concurrent 
done must be started with the greatest . Resolution 11 in the Soviet Union, even 
speed. though it was accompr,nied by the simul-

Homeless families must be re-housed taneous publication of the official Soviet 
quickly. Industrial production and reply, marks a significant step forward 
transportation must be restored. To in the struggle to penetrate the iron cur
avert the loss of next year's farm pro- tain with words of truth. Ordinarily,_ 
duction from much of the flooded land, it is the policy of the Roviet Government 
drainage ditches must be opened, debris not to permit its citizens to read any
cleared away, and silted soil seeded to thing that is contrary to tbe official · 
cover crops in the remaining 60 to 90 propaganda line. In this case, the . 
days before winter sets in. Tax resources adoption of a resolution of friendship by · 
of states and comml.lnities must be re- the Congress of the United States, and 
established. the efforts of the Voice of America com-

In all of these things, we must move pelled the Soviet Government to modify 
quickly. Every day counts. its customary practices. Although the 

HARRY S. TRUMAN, resolution adopted by the Presidium of 
THE WHITE HousE, August 20, 1951. the Supreme Soviet was obviously in

tended to off set ~nd counteract the ef- ' 
RESOLUTION REAFFIRMING THE FRIEND- feet of the congressional resolution, it is 

SHIP OF THE AME'RICAN PEOPLE FOR proba'.Jle that the publication of the ac
ALL OTHER PEOPLES INCLUDING THE tual text of the latter had real effect on 
PEOPLES OF THE SOVIET UNION-MES- the minds of the Russian people. 
SAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE It is clear, however, that the Soviet 
UNITED STATES (H. DOC. NO. 229) Government has not altered the charac-
The SPEAKER laid before the House te.:.· of its own propaganda and public . 

the following message from the President statements concerning the United States. 
of the United states, which was read, In the recent youth meeting in East Ber
and, together with the accompanying; lin, we have seen a . new intensification 
papers; referred to the Committee on of the theme of ·hate for the United 
Foreign Affairs and ordered to be printed. States and other members of the United 

Nations. 
To the Congress of the United States: The arguments being made by the 

On June 26, 1951, the Congress passed Soviet Government to justify its present 
Senate Concurrent Resolution 11, reaf- policies are set forth in the text of the 
firming the friendship of the American resolution of the Presidium of the Su
people for · all other peoples, including preme Soviet and in Mr. Shvernik's 
the peoples of the Soviet Union. On July letter to me. The Congress can readily 
7. in accordance with the request of the recognize the errors and misrepresenta
Congress, I transmitted the resolution to tions in these two documents. 
His Excellency Nikolai Mikhailovitch I wish that I could report that these 
Shvernik, President of the Presidium of documents give substantial evidence that 

· the Supreme Soviet of the Union of So- the Soviet Union is prepared to modify 
viet Socialist Republics, together with a · :its present policies and to take steps 
request that the Soviet Government· which will relieve present world tensions. 
make the contents of this resolution Unfortunately, this is not the case. These 
known to the Soviet peoples. documents give no assurance that there · 

For a month there was no reply to my will be any changes in the hostile· and 
letter, nor was the resolution made pub- expansionist policies of the Soviet Union, 
lie in the Soviet Union. · Then on August which now threaten world peace. 
6, I received a letter from President i If the Government of the Soviet Union. 
Shvernik, responding to mine and trans- wants to make progress toward peace,' 
mittiilg a resolution adopted by the Pre· it can stop flouting the authority of the. 
sidium of the Supreme Soviet in the na- Uni.ted Nations, it can cease supporting 
ture of a repl to the concurrent resolu- armed aggression in defiance of the ver- · 

. tion of the Congress. Both communi- diet of the United Nations, it can make· 
cations, of course. were immediately constructive contributions toward estab .. , 
made public in the United States and lishing conditions ·of peace with Ger ... 1 

were widely publicized by newspapers, many. Austria, and Japan. it can re..' 
magazines, and radio not only in this frain from employing force to maintain 
country but throughout th~ free world. in other countries regimes which do not 

command the support" of their people, it 
can cease supporting subversive move
ments in other countries, it can cease its 
distortion of the motives and actions of 
other peoples and governments, it can 
stop violating fundamental human rights 
and liberties, and it can join in good 
.faith in the earnest effort to find means 
for reducing armaments and controlling 
atomic· energy in the interests of peace. 

Such acts would do far more than any 
words to show that the Soviet Union 
·really wants peace. 

Until we have concrete evidence that 
the Soviet Union has in fact changed its 
policies, I cannot advise the Congress to 
change the policies of the United ·states. 
I believe that the policies on which we 
are now embarked-to give every sup
port to the constructive actions of the 
United Nations for peace, in Korea and 
elsewhere, to build our defenses and to 
join in building the defenses of the free 
world, and to contribute in every way we 
can to the growth and strengthening of 
free institutions around the world-I be
·lieve these are the policies most likely 
to bring about a change in the aggres
sive policies of the Soviet Government. 
Consequently, I urge that the Congress 
move ahead with the great program for 
national security and world peace that is 
now before it. . 

In particular, I urge the Congress to 
take all possible steps to open up chan
nels of communications between this 
country and the peoples of the Soviet 
Union, and other peoples behind the iron 
curtain. 

Senate Concurrent Resolution 11 has 
opened at least a crack in the iron cur
tain and the Congress deserves the 
thanks of free people everywhere for this 
action. We should now make every pos
sible constructive use of this small open
ing in the barrier which the Soviet Gov
ernment has raised up against all free 
communication between its peoples and 
the outside world. If we do so, we may · 
be able to show the Soviet peoples our 
real desire for peace and our genuine 
efforts in that direction. We may be 
able to dispel, at least in part, the dis
torted image of ourselves which is con
veyed to them by Soviet propaganda. 

1 For my part, I shall answer President 
Shvernik's letter in the near future. I 
shall ask that my reply, like the congres
sional resolution, be made public in the 
Soviet Union. 

It is of immeni:;e importance to com
municate the truth about the purposes 
and intentions of the United States to 
the peoples of the Soviet Union, as well 
as to all other peoples under the domi
nation or the threat of domination of 
Soviet imperialism. Therefore, in addi
tion to my letter, I intend to explore all 
other means that will help to make such 
communication possible. i 
i I urge the Congress to do all it can to · 
contribute to this vital endeavor. Ade
Ql,late appropriations for the campaign 
of truth, including the Voice of Amer
ka, are essential. I have requested an 
appropriation of $115,000,000 for this 
purpose in this fiscal year. The House 
of Representatives has reduced this to 
$85,000,000. Such action as this is obvi
ously inconsistent with the purposes of 
Senate Concurrent Resolution 11. If the 
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Congress expects to be successful · in the 
battle for inen's minds, it must support 
a sustained and consistent campaign for 
that purpose. 

A slash in funds for the Voice of 
America, coming at this time, would have 
the effect of severely damaging our ef
forts to reach the hearts and minds of 
other peoples. It would mean retreat in 
the face of the mounting world-wide 
pressures of Communist propaganda. In 
the light of our present situation, I hope 
the Congress will restore the full amount 
needed for our campaign of truth. 

I trust the Congress will also consider 
in what other ways it can assist in cor
recting Soviet distortions of the facts 
and in furthering our campaign to reach 
other peoples with true and accurate in
formation. 

HARRY 8. TRUMAN. 
THE WHITE HOUSE, August 20, 1951. 

STEVE NELSON 

Mr. VELDE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
· unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute an_d to revise and extend 
my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Illin-0is? 

There was no objection. 
r ' Mr. VELDE. Mr. Speaker, the arrest 
of Steve Nelson last week for violaticn 
·!>f the Smith Act recalled to my mind 
lihe great length of time Soviet agents 
have operated in this country without 
falling into disfavor · with the law. I 
have many times brought the case of 
Steve Nelson and others of his ilk to the 
attention of the public since I first was 
called to testify before the Un-American 
Activities Committee during the Eight
ieth Congress. His arrest also recalled 
to mind the fact that the Un-American 
'Activities Committee, through its inves~ 
tigations during the Eightieth Congress, 
was responsible for bringing to the atten
tion of the public and law-enforcement 
agencies the dire manipulations of-other . 
Soviet espionage agents and Communist 
Party members. 

1 It is ironical that Steve Nelson will be 
tried under our great system of Ameri
can jurisprudence, which _he has so con
sistently abused and flaunted in the past. : 

The Un-American Activities Commit- · 
tee has suffered much abuse, not only · 
by such characters as Steve Nelson, but 
by a great segment of the left-wing press 
and radio. It is fortunate for America, -
however, that a great majority of the 
press and radio commentators have been · 
alert and have not fallen off to the left • 
as victims of the Communist Party line. · 

Even President Truman saw fit to· 
smear the committee by calling its mem- ' 
1bers "witch hunters," "red baiters," and 
1
Iabeling its investigations as "red her- : 
rings." Such verbal abuse of Members: 
of the legislative branch of Government: 
·have delayed and hindered the process· 
1of bringing spies and traitors to justice.'. 

I hope that all pat;riotic citizens will 
fbe able to see through the smoke screen: 
1of words laid down by our Chief Execu-: 
~tive and many others involved in these: 
smear tactics; and give approval and, 
tcredit to all sincere, patriotic Americans: 
L.who have worked diligently in the past, j 

and are ever continuing their .e:ff orts to 
spell out the complete def eat of this 
Communist menace. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con
sent to insert an excerpt from the re
port of the Committee on Un-American 
Activities dated September 29, 1949, in
volving Steve Nelson and his background. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Illi-
nois? · 

There was no obje~tion. 
(The matter referred to follows:) 

SCIENTIST X CASE 

This case deals with the activities of that 
branch of the Communist espi01iage appara
tus whicl;l. operated on the Pacific coast, par-, 
ticularly within the radiation laboratory of 
the University of California at Berkeley 
which was engaged in certain activities in 
connection with the development of the 
atomic bomb. This case, in the past, has 
been identified by the committee as the 
Scientist X case. The committee, as a result 
of an investigation pursued this year, has 
received testimony identifying the scientist 
involved · in this case as Joseph Woodrow 
Weinberg. 

·Previous reports regarding the Scientist X 
case have identified Steve Mesarosh alias 
Louis Evans alias Steve Nelson as the Com
munist espionage agent who was engaged in 
securing information regarding the develop. 
ment of the atomic bomb from Scientist X. 

Steve Mesarosh, or Nelson as he is com· 
manly known, was born in Yugoslavia on 
January 1, 1903, in a town called Chaglich. 
He entered the United States on June 12, 
1920, accompanied by his mother and two 
sisters. He gained actmission to the United 
States as a citizen of this country under the 
name of Joseph Fleischinger, that being the 

· neme of his mother's brother-in-law. Nel
son's mother and two sisters also gained 
admission at the time by falsely representing 
themselves as the wife and children of Joseph 
Fleischinger. The name of Nelson's mother 
and the names of her three children were 
all included on the United States passport 
issued to said Joseph Fleischinger. 

On June 22, 1922, a warrant of arrest in 
deportation proceedings was issued charging 
that the subject, his mother, and two sisters 
had entered the United States without proper 
passports; that they had entered by false 
and misleading statements; and that they 
were persons likely to become public charges 
at the time of their entry. 

A hearing was held under the authority of 
the warrant of arrest in Philadelphia on 
October 17, 1922, as a result of which the · 
examining immigration inspector recom
mended that the aliens be afforded the op
portunity to legalize their residence in the 
United States. It should be noted that dur
ing the hearing the United States Govern
ment recommended that Steve' Nelson, his 
two sisters, and his mother, be afforded a. 

·haven in the United States, even though 
:they illegally entered the country. During 
, the hearing, it was brought out that Steve 
Nelson, his two sisters, and his mother, had 
taken advantage of opportunities in this 
country; that Steve Nelson, as well as his sis
ters, were attending school, and that the 
entire fa1:JlilY had gained employment. In 
the recommendation of the immigration in
l!pector, it was stated that after examination· 
of the aliens it was decided that the subject 
individuals were taking advantage of the 
opportunities offered by this country and 
undoubtedly would become substantial cit
~zens. On October 30, 1922, the Board of 

!
Review entered an order that the warrant 
)°Pf arrest be canceled on payment of head 
t'.ax if the Department of State would waive 
Jiassport requirements. On November 14. 

:.~922, the Secretary of State waived the pass-

port and visa requirements in behalf of the 
subject, his mother, Maria, and his two sis
ters. Thereafter, on November 27, 1922, the 
alieps were examined by · surgeons of the 
United States Public Health Service and 
passed; head tax was collected; and the 
entry of the subject, his mother, and his two 
sisters was legalized. 

Steve Nelson was admitted to citizenship 
in the United States District Court, Eastern 
District of Michigan, Detroit, Mich., on No
vember 26, 1928, and was issued certificate 
of naturalization No. 2834850. 

In evaluating Steve Nelson's entry in the 
United States and the Government's position 
in legalizing said entry, the United States 
afforded a haven for a refugee whose political 
ideologies in subsequent years dedicated 
themselves to the violent overthrow of the 
United States Government by force. It is 
not definitely known when E"· we Nelson 
joined the Communist Party. However, in 
an article in the Daily Worker, November 10, 
1937, under the byline of Joseph North, dis
p~tebed from Valencia, Spain, North stated 
that while interviewing participants fighting 
for the International Brigade, he obtained 
the following information fro:"ll Steve Nelson: 

"The working people of the Soviet Union 
were passing through a bitter period and 
Steve joined the Friends of Soviet Russia. 
On the first anniversary of Lenin's death 
( 1925), he joined the Communist Party at 
the memorial in Philadelphia." 

This alleged statement by Steve Nelson ts 
noteworthy because, as previously stated, he 
was granted citizenship on November 26, 
1928. If the truth of the article written 
by Joseph North, which appeared in the Daily 
Worker, could be established, it is apparent 
that Steve Nelson was a member of the Com
munist Party prior to g~ining his citizenship 
and therefore perjured himself when he ob
tained his naturalization papers. 

In 1931, Steve Nelson's importance to the 
Communist movement was recognized in 
Mo:cow and he was called there to attend 
the Lenin Institute. On August l, 1931, he 
filed a passport application with the Depart
ment of State in which he requested per
mission to visit Germany to study building 
construction. He falsified his passport by 
stating that he was born in Rankin, Pa., on 
December 25, 1903. This criminal offense 
was never prosecuted due to the fact that it 
.was not discovered until the statute of limi
tations had run. There is further evidence 
with respect to Mr. Nelson's attendance at the 
school in Moscow. Mr. William Nowell testi
fied before this committee on November 30, 
1939, and he stated that while he was a 
niember of the Communist Party he attended 
the Lenin Institute in Moscow and that Steve 
Nelson was in attendance at this school 
under the name of Louis Evans. Mr. Nowell 
stated in his testimony that Nelson's prom
inence in the Communist Party was con
spicuous because of his frequent contact with 
the OGPU (Russian secret police) in Moscow. 
Additional evidence of Nelson's visit to Rus
sia has been developed by this committee 
which indicates that in July 1933 Nelson filed 
with the American consul in Austria a 2-year 
renewal of his passport, stating that he had 
resided in Russia from September 1931 to 
May 1933, and had resided in Germany, 
Switzerland, and Austria from May 25, 1933. 
Nelson, when questioned by this committee 
regarding his attendance at the Lenin school 
refused to answer on the ground of self~ 
1ncrimina tion. 

, Official intelligence reports in possession of 
, this committee reflect that Nelson was in 
·China for 3 months in 1933, working for the 
Comintern in Shanghai, and that a cowork
er of his was Arthur Ewert, a well-known 
Comintern agent, who was subsequently 
sentenced to imprisonment in Brazil for his 
part in the Communist revolution in· 1935 
The exact date of the subject's return to th~ · 
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United States from China and the European 
countries mentioned above is unknown, but 
in 1934 he contributed an artic,le to. ~he Party 
Organizer, official organ of the central com
mittee of the Communist Party, United 
States of America. 

During the Spanish Civil War, Nelson re
ceived considerable publicity in the Com
munist press because of the fact that he had 
risen to the rank of lieutenant colonel in the 
International B_rigade of the Loyalist Army. 
Nelson returned to the United States in the 
latter part of 1937 from Spain and became ac
tive in the · affairs of the Veterans of · the 

. Abraham Lincoln Brigade and the American 
League for Peace and ·Democr·acy, both no
torious Communist organizations. 

Since 1938, Steve Nelson has been a na
tional figure in the Communist Party, as _well 
as a leading functionary in the Moscow
con trolled Communist underground. 

With reference to Nelson's participation 
in the Abraham Lincoln Brigade, Nelson ap.: 
plied for a passport on February 13, 1937, and 
the passport was ~ssued on February 23. This 
passport was issued to Nelson . under the 
name of Joseph Fleischinger. It is noted 
on the application form that the name Fleis
chinger was misspelled in two places by the 
applicant. This criminal violation likewise 
escaped the attention of . the authorities 
until the statute of limitations had expired. 
When questions were propounded to Nelson 
.regarding this false passport, he again fol
lowed the current Cqmmunist Party line by 
declining to answer questions and placed 
h imself under the sanctuary of .the fifth 
amendment to the Constitution. 

Steve Nelson was so important to the Com-. 
munist movement and had gained such· 
favor with his superiors that in 1940 he was 
assigned as organizer for the party in the 
bay area at the port of San Francisco, Calif. 
He was also giyen an underground assign
ment to gather information regarding the 
development _of the atomic bomb. This as
signment was facilitated by . Steve Nelson's · 
having met a woman in Spaln who had gone 
to Spain in 1937 to meet her husband, also 
a volunteer -in the International Brigade. 
Upon arrival in Spain, this woman was in-· 
formed that her husband had been killed, 
and she was befriended by Steve · Nelson. 
This woman, upon her return to the United 
Stat es, moved to Berkeley, Calif., where she 
became acquainted with-and married one of 
the leading physicists engaged in the develop
ment of the atomiC bomb. 

. The Communist Party and the Soviet Gov
ernment were aware of Steve Nelson's ac
qt(aintance with the physicist and attempted 
to use this as a medium of infiltration of the 
Radiation Laboratory at the University of 
California, which was working on the de
velopment of the atomic bomb. ·An investi
gation of the afore-mentioned scientist 
disclosed that neither he nor his wife en
gaged in any subversive activities and that 
their loyalty has riever been questioned by 
the Government. Nelson later reported that 
neither the physicist nor his wife were sym
pathetic to communism. 

Under the guidance of Steve Nelson, in
filtration of the Radiation Laboratory ac
tually began in other ways. A cell was de
veloped within the laboratory, consisting of 
five or six young physicists. The existence 
of the cell has been established in sworn 
testimony before this committee. According 
to a sworn statement by a witness, Giovanni 
Rossi Lomanitz was the principal Com
munist Party organizer. The re·cords of this 
committee also reflect that David Bohm, 
presently a professor of physics at Princeten 
University, was also a member of this cell. 

·Upon two occasions, both Giovanni Rossi 
Lomanitz and David Bohm declined ' to an
swer questions regarding their respective 
memberships in this cell upon ·the ground · 
that to do so might tend to incriminate them, 

In 194·2 Steve Nelson gained another ·pro
motion within the Communist Party when 
he was assigned as county organizer at Ala
meda, Calif. This assignment placed the 
atomic bomb project un'der the direct juris
diction of Steve Nelson for the Communist 
Party. According to the official files of the ' 
Government, while Nelson was under surveil
lance, he visited the home of Vassili Zubilin, 
a former secretary of the Soviet Embassy in 
Washington, D. C., who was then in Oakland, 
Calif. Zubilin's cover name in the Commu
nist Party was "Cooper." During this meet
ing, Nelson complained to Zubilin about the 
inefficiency of two individuals working for 
the apparatus. These persons have been 
identified by the committee and their names 
are being presently withheld from the pub
lic. Because of Mr.· Nelson's complaint to 
Zubilin, these individuals were transferred 

. from Alameda County, one to Detroit, Mich., 
and the other to Los Angeles, Calif. 

The details of the meeting between Nelson 
and Scientist X are set forth as follows: 

Late one night in March 1943, a scientist 
at the University of California, who identi
·fied himself as "Joe," went to the home of 
Steve Nelson, after having made arrange
ments earlier in the evening with Steve Nel
son's wife to meet Nelson at Nelson's home. 
When Joe arrived at Nelson's home, Nelson 
was not present but arrived at about 1 :30 
in the morning of the following day. Upon 
his arrival at his home, Nelson greeted Joe· 
and the latter told him that he had some 
information that ·he thought Nelson could 
use. Joe then furnished highly confidential 
information regarding the experiments con
ducted at the radiation laboratories of the 
University of. California at Berkeley. At the 
time this occurred, the radiation labora
tories at Berkeley were engaged in vital work 
in the development of the atomic bomb. 

Several days after Nelson had been con
tacted qy Joe, Nelson contacted the Soviet 
consulate in San Francisco and arranged to 
meet Peter· Ivanov, the Soviet vice consul, at 
some place where they could not be observed: 
Ivanov suggested that he and Nelson meet at 
the usual place. 

As a result of the surveillance that w11s be
ing kept on Nelson, the meeting between 
Nelson and Ivanov was found to take place in 
the middle of an open park on the St. Fran
cis Hospital grounds in San Francisco. At 
this meeting, Nelson transferred an envelope 
or package to Ivanov. A few days after this 
meeting between Nelson and Ivanov, on the 
St. Francis Hospital grou~nds, the third sec
retary of the Russian Embassy in Washing
ton, a man by the name of Zubilin, came to 
the Soviet consulate in San Francisco. 
Shortly after his arrival, Zubilin met Nelson 
in Nelson 's home and at this meeting paid 
Nelsori 10 bills of unlmown denominations. 

When Nelson testified before the commit
tee in September 1948, he re~used to answer 
all pertinent questions on the ground that 
his answers would tend to incriminate him. 
During this interrogatiOn, he was asked 
whether he was acquainted with Vassili Zu
bilin of the Soviet Embassy and refused to 
answer on . the ground that to do so might 
incriminate · him. 

COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND 
CURRENCY 

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the managers 
on the part of the House may have until 
midnight tonight to file a conference 
report on the bill S. 349. 

The SPEAKER. Is t.here objection? 
There was no objection. 

GENERAL LEAVE TO EXTEND REMARKS 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have the privilege of revising and : 
extending the remarks they made today. ' 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan? 

-There was .no objection. 
SPECIAL ORDER 

The SPEAKER. Und'er previous order 
of the House, the gentleman from Illi
nois [Mr. YATES] is recognized for 30 
minutes. 

PROBLEMS _OF THE AGED 

Mr. YATES. Mr. Speaker, for cen
turies men and women have dreamed of 
living longer. · 'today, that dream is 
coming true. The Fountain of Youth, 
which was the goal of many of the an
cient explorers, appears to be much less 
distant as a result of the discoveries by 
our medical scientists. 

In George Washington's time, the 
average life expectancy was 25 years. By 
1900 it had reached 49. Today it has 
been pushed up to 67 and is still climbing. 
Persons retiring at age 65 now have an 
average of 13 years of life remaining, and _ 
half of them will live longer. A bonus of 
20 additional years of life has been given. 
to us-years which were denied to our 
parents and grandparents. Yet we must 
ask ourselves: Are these extra years be
ing used wisely? As a matter of fact; 
are the added years a burden or a bless
ing? This seems like an unnecessary or 
even a cruel question, but as we look 
around-as we review the prevailing at
titudes of our society which assume that 
a person 45 years or older is past h is peak 
in life, is not the question justified? 

WHEN IS A PERSON OLD? 

When does a person become old? 
Does he become old at 40 when he applies 
for a job and is told he is too old? Does 
he become old when his children get mar
ried, leave home and strike out for them
selves? Does he become old when he be
comes a grandparent, or when he retires? 

Certainly, none of these occasions need 
make a person .old. What actually mat
ters is a person's strength and mental 
capacities; our tendency to consign 
healthy, mentally alert men and women 
by the thousands to inactivity, stagna
tion, and premature physical and mental 
illness, is a heartless and wasteful atti
tude. Advancing years should be a con
tinuation of our process of growth and 
new development und we must recognize 
the truth of the fact that our older people · 
represent a tremendous potential for pro
ductiveness and leadership in the com
munity. If we do not recognize this 
fact-if we remain indifferent to the 
problems of our aging people-it means 
that we shall continue to increase their 
dependency and to scrap the useful skills 
and ripened experienc·e of a major seg- · 
ment of our national life. 

AMERICA IS AGING 

The 1950 census showed that there 
were 12,300,000 persons 65 years of age 
and over on April 1, 1950. The normal 
-increase would bring that number up to 
13,000,000 today. This means that the 
United States has well over 3,000,000 
more old folks today than it had 10 years 
ago. 

This presents us with a strange para- · 
dox. We are living longer, but our work
'ing lives are getting shorter. In 1890,, 
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65 percent of all men over 65 were em
ployed in gainful occupations. By 1950 
this percentage had dropped to 4·3 per
cent, aqd, unless we can reverse the 
trend, by the year 1975, a man of 20 will 
look forward on the average to at least 
1 year of retirement for each 6 years of . 
his working life. As one commentator 
states it: "It won't be long before our 
younger workers will be carrying the rest 
of the population on their backs.'' 

WHO ARE THE AGING? 

Ruth Albrecht, a distinguished expert 
in the field, has divided our aged popu
lation into five groups. The first, which 
she calls too young to be old, includes 
about one-fourth of the whole number 
and is made up of persons alert and 
active, mentally and physically. They 
feel young despite their advanced years. 
The second group, another one-fourth 
of the total, are beginning to feel old, 
but their minds are keen and their bodies 
sound enough for a busy and active life. 

-These two groups account for half of the 
aged who are here under consideration. 

The third group consists of persons 
suffering from chronic illness, which is 
partially or totally disabling, but their 
minds are clear. The fourth grouP-
about 18 percent-are in good physical 
condition, but their memory is not what 
it used to be and they sometimes become 
confused. The fifth grouP--about 10 
percent-are almost completely depend
ent due to senility. 

This study shows that at least half of 
our aged people are capable right now 
of being happy, useful, and productive 
members of the community, and many 
of them are now demonstrating that 
fact. Many of the others need only en
couragement and understanding to take 
similar places as proud, responsible peo
ple, but inconsiderate and erroneous atti
tudes and treatment stand in their way. 
What do I mean by erroneous attitudes? 
There are certain basic errors that I have 
in mind. 
ERROR NO. l: SOCIAL SECURITY AND PRIVATE 

PENSIONS OFFER ADEQUATE PROTECTION 

It is a common error that social-secu
rity or private-pension benefits furnish 
adequate income to take care of the pen
sioners. As a matter of fact, only one 
out of five of our oldsters has enough cash 
income to live in health and happy sur
roundings, and more than one-half of 
these people are trying to exist on less 
than $1,000 per year. 

Many older people just do not have 
earnings or savings sufficient to support 
themselves--and this should . be no re
tlection upon them or their ability. To
day a person aged 65 must have accu
mulated about $17,000 to have an income 
of $100 per month for the rest of his 
life-and it will take the entire principal 
and all interest. For many American 
families, and especially for those who 
have raised children, savings in such an 
amount are impossible. Nearly one
fourth of all urban workingmen's fam
ilies had no savings at all in the pros
perous year 1945; more than one-half 

· of all families had savings of less than 
$500. Today more than one-fourth of all . 
American families have incomes of less 
than $2,000 a year. You cannot save 

much money with that kind of an in
come, no matter how hard you try; 

Already about 40 percent of all people 
65 years of age and over need help from 
outside sources to insure a decent ex
istence. Of the 4,100,000 households in 
the United States with incomes below 
$1,000, 32 percent are headed by persons 
65 and over. Private charity i.s not now 
and never has been an important source 
of financial s:upport for . older people, 
although it provides valuable specialized 
services. 

The 1950 amendments to the social . 
security law made some decided im
provements, but the law is still inade
quate. Even with increased benefits, the 
average monthly payment in the United 
States in February 1951 to a couple 
qualifyiD.g under old-age and survivors 
insurance was $71 per month, which is 
a total benefit of $852 · per year. This 
is not even a bare subsistence income. 
People cannot live on that amount of 
money. 

Private and industrial pension ,plans 
are helpful, of course, but there is such 
limited . coverage. Only 7 ,000,000 work
ers are covered by private industrial 
pension· plans; 55,000.000 workers are 
not. · · 

Only when there is universal cover
age from social security and private pen
sion plans with adequate benefits and 
sufficient income· will there be a,, depent 
standard of l~ying· a~u:red thro'l}gh social 
insurance. · 

ERROR NO. 2 : THE WILLING FIND .'JIOBS 

We hear many people say, ."'Yotl' can 
always find a job ·u you're willing to 
work." . 

That is not true. The Bureau of Em
ployment Security of the Department of 
Labor says that the odds against a per
son 45 years old or over finding a new· 
job are 6 to 1, even today when we are· 
in a tight labor market. The fact is 
that bias against hiring people of ad
vanced age is deep-rooted and wide
spread and bars their getting jobs. In 
1948, the National Association of Manu
facturers and the United States ·cham
ber of Commerce conducted a survey of 
279 companies, most of them large. 
Two-thirds of the companies surveyed 
stated that they refused to hire new ap
plicants for jobs who were 45 years of 
age or over. Incidentally, over 25 per
cent of the people of this country are 
45 years of age or over. Corroboration to 
this practice was given by a survey un
dertaken last year by the Bureau of Em
ployment Security of 340,000 older 
workers and ·a large number of em
ployers. This survey showed that dis
crimination in hiring because of age 
starts with women at age 35 and men 
at age 40 or 45. 

This problem was recently given ·at
tention by an editorial in the New York 
Times, on May 31, 1951, in which it was 
stated:. 

In view of the national emergency and a 
tight labor supply, it is ironic that unem
ployed older workers should continue to 
meet resistance when searching for jobs. 
Yet this condition prevails generally 
throughout the country, and in New York 
City our welfare commissioner has painted 
a local picture that is not at all reassuring. 

The Commissioner states that within a pe
riod of 9 montllS the number of employables 
on relief rolls over 40 has risen from one
half to two-thirds of the total. At this rate, 
in a short time, the only employables left on 
the relief rolls will be persons over 40. 

Employer bias against hiring older per
sons penalizes such persons unfairly, for 
experience shows that they make good, 
steady, reliable workers when they are given 
a feeling of being wanted. Furthermore, 
such bias also penalizes the taxpayers of 
this city, who must maintain unemployed 
older persons on relief. 

We must recognize the fact that for 
that large proportion of the aged · who 
can work and want to work, a job is the 
best guaranty of their status and inde
pendence. We must find a way to give 
wider recognition to their right to work 
and their ability to ·work by breaking 
down the unrealistic attitude that age 
prevents good worl,{. 
ERROR NO. 3: WORKERS MUST . RETIRE AT AGE 65 

We are slaves to a birth certificate. A 
child starts ·school at 6; he cannot work 
at a full-time job until he is 14 or · 
16; he cannot marry without permission 
until 18. or 21; and nowadays at 65' he 
almost invariably must retire from 
work. He must stop working despite the· 
fact that medfoal evidence shows that · 
one . of the quickest ways ·to die is to re~ 
tire before you are ready to retire and 
prepared for retirement. Sudden re-· 
tirement comes as a shock. •! 

Every day almost 3,000 persons reach 
the age .of 65. One out of ten of them 
has dependent children under 18 to sup.:. 
port. There is no reason why the at
tainment of this. age-or any oth~r; 
chronological age-should bar a man 
from working if ·he wants to continue. 
We need to recognize that many men 
and women 65 and over need jobs, want 
jobs, and can perform jobs. 

Labor and management are already 
doing some constructive thinking about 
forced retirement. :aoth Philip Murray, 
age 65, president of the CIO, and William 
Green, age 78, AFL president, have 
stated their opposition to it. And re
cently a firm of management consult-
ants in Chicago-Edwin Shields Hewitt 
& Associates--recommended to its clients 
that arbitrary retirement policies be re- · 
considered. The William Wrigley, Jr., 
Co. in Chicago, for instance, has an
nounced a policy of gradual retirement. 
Beginning at age 65, employees will be 
given a month vacation, 2 months in 
the second year, and so on until retire
ment is complete. This seems to me a 
very sensible way of taking advantage 
of older-worker experience and allow
ing the aging worker to taper off as his 
capacities decline. 

One employer recently said against 
the arbitrary retirement: "We choose 
and select when we hire, and we should 
do the same when we retire our workers. 
Some old-timers can work rings around 
the younger man." 

We are beginning, too, to · recognize 
that the problems of premature retire
ment are not concerned only with money. 
The old dream of finding contentment by 
retiring is often a snare and a delusion. 
Herman E. Hilleboe, New York State 
health commisisoner testified.before that. 

• 



1951 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 10417 · 
State's joint committee on problems of 
the aging on this point: 

Very often-

He said-
the ·old person does not deteriorate physi
cally and mentally until he ls told his · use
fulness is past r.nd is asked to retire. Then 
the meaning goes out of life and he begins · 
to reach for the hand of death. 

Dr. Edward J. Stieglitz, the famous 
geriatrician, told the committee that

Premature retirement while one is still 
vigorous, ambitious, and anxious to serve can 
be a major disease. · 

WE NEED INFORMATION ON PROBLEMS OF 
THE AGING 

Mr. Speaker, we need so much infor
mation on the problems of the aging. A 
beginning has been made, but so much 
remains to be done. That is why on May 
24, 1951, I filed House Resolution 238 for 
the appointment of a select committee to 
study the problems of the ag~ng. We 
need to know more about population 
changes. We need data on kinds of em
ployment, on the employability of aged 
workers, and on rehabilitation schemes 
which will restore hope and health to 
many of our oldsters. We must have 
more information on their living and 
housing arrangements, their recreational 
activities, and their participation in com
munity life. .We should know more about 
the relationship of calendar age to the 
capacities and needs of individual work
ers. The implications of compulsory re
t irement and its effect on job opportu
nities for the near-aged call for . special 
attention. We must modernize our 
thinking and recognize the effect of 
recent technological changes, of shifts 
in demands for labor, of shrinkage in 
opportunity for self-employment on the 
problems of the aging. 

The committee I requested could draw 
upon the scattered interest which is al-

. ready beginning to show its_ effect. In 
August of-1950, the first National Con
ference on Aging was held in Washing
ton. Another such conference is sched
uled for St. Louis in September. But I 
call your special attention to the fact 
that the one major conclusion of the 816 
delegates from all parts of the country at 
fae first conference was that the great
est lack was sufficient data. 

Projects and studies are appearing in 
a few States and in some communities, 
which will shed much light. Early last 
year, Illinois' great Governor, Adlai E. 
Stevenson, established the Illinois Com
mittee on Problems of the Aging. In 
August a preliminary report of the fact
finding subcommittee appeared, showing 
that Illinois has at least 1,100,000 per
sons aged 60 and over. Over one-third 
of this total, or 420,000, were living in 
Cook County, of whom about 26 percent 
were receiving assistance through pub
lic programs. In the last 20 years, this 
repor~ shows, the number of persons 65 
and over in my State has increased by 
70.7 percent. Named as the chief causes 
of dependency were the problems of un
em:-loyment, health, and housing. 

Michigan has started on a similar 
State study. The three annual reports 
of New York's Joint Committee on the 
Aged have already assembled much val-

uable information on the problems in 
that State. But the fact remains that 
we have just begun to get at the job that 
needs to be done. Moreover, this is a 
national problem which requires a na-. 
tional solution. 

INFORMAL COMMITTEE OF CONGRESSMEN TO 

ATI'ACK PROBLEM 

Mr. Speaker, in view of the brief time 
remaining before adjournment of this 
session, it is doubtful that any action 
will be taken on my resolution, but in 
order that a beginning be made, I have 
spoken to many Congressmen from all 
over the United States who have shown 
an interest in attacking the problems 
of the aging, suggesting the idea that 
we join together as an informal com
mittee for the purpose of gathering in
formation which could be the basis for · 
congressional action. It is intended that 
these Congressmen · undertake a local 
conference in their own · congressional 
districts, of individuals and groups who 
are interested in the problem, in order 
to obtain their viewpoint as to how best 
the Congress rn.ay take action. It is in
tended further tha'j ou:..· activities be cor
related so that maximum benefits can 
be derived from our meetings. 

I have contacted representatives from 
the States of Alaba .na, Arizona, Arkan
sas, 'California, Colorado, Connecticut, 
Florida, Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, 
Maille, Massachusetts, Michigan, Min
nesota, Missouri, New Hampshire, New 
Jersey, New York, Ohio, Oklahoma, Ore
go::i, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Utah, 
Vermont, Washington, West Virginia, 
and Wisconsin, and r..ave submitt.3cl to 
them a tentative outline of the confer
ence which I propose to call in my dis
trict in the city of Chicago after ad
journment of this session. The pro
posed conference is as follows: 
PROPOSED l'.ROGRAM OF A .CONGRESSIONAL CON• 

' FERENCE ON AGING · 

A. POSSIBLE INVITEE~ TO T~E CONFERENCE 

1. Men's organizations: (a) Kiwanis; Ma
sons, Elks·, Odd Fellows, Moose, Rotary, 
Optimists, Lions, etc. 

2. dhurch organizations: (a) Most active 
groups appear to be: Methodist, Catholic, 
Lutheran, and -Jewish, although there is 
variance from community to community. 

3. Veterans' organizations: (a) There are 
3,000,000 World War I vets. American Legion 
and VFW are both concerned with problems 
of aging, rehabilitation of vets in VA hos
pitals (40,000 of them now), etc. 

4. Women's organizations: 
(a) General Federation of Women's Clubs 

(the national office has a gerontology divi
sion). 

( b) American Association of University 
Women. 

( c) Business and professional women's 
clubs. · 

(d) Zonta. 
(e) Altrusa and Soroptimist Clubs (both, 

women's luncheon groups). 
5. Labor organizations: 
(a) Every major labor organization has 

declared its opposition to forced retirement 
and for job opportunities for the aged. 

(b) Local trade-union leaders, members of 
joint labor councils, etc., are generally in
terested in problems· of the aging. 

6. Business organizations: (a) Chamber of 
commerce (generally contains a representa
tive or committee who is interested, and 
often among its members includes an out
s+.anding industrialist who in his personal 

life or attitudes toward elderly employees 
has demonstrated leadership in this field). 

7. Insurance companies: (a) Have shown 
great interest in problems of the aging. (In 
North Carolina, four companies gave finan
cial support for a State conference on aging.) 

·a. Health groups: 
(a) American Medical Association and 

other local medical societies. 
(b) Blue Cross, Blue Shield, White Cross, 

etc. 
9. Voluntary social agencies: 
(a) Professional and lay people from fam

ily service association, housekeeping services, 
etc. 

(b) Representatives from Cancer Society, 
Heart Associatio~1. Tuberculosis Association, 
Mental Health Society, American Red Cross, 
etc. 

(c) Visiting Nurses Association. 
10. Farm organizations: 
(a) Representatives from each of the large 

groups (Grange, Farm Bureau, Farmer's 
Union). 

(b) County agent and county home dem:. 
onstration agents. 

11. Public agencies: 
(a) Adult education groups (school ·ad-

ministrators, principals, etc.). 
(b) Colleges and universities. 
(c) Welfare departments. 
(d) Health departments. 
(e) Old-age and survivors insurance of

fice. 
(f) State commission on aging (if consti

tuted). 
(g) State officials concerned with aging 

problems. 
(h) Recreation departments of city and 

State. 
(i) Regional directors of Federal depp,rt-

ments. 
(j) State health departments. 
(k) State employment offices. 
(1) State labor departments. 
12. YMCA, YWCA, and YMHA. 
13. Local research and charitable founda

tions: (a) Examples, Wieboldt (Chicago), 
Kellogg (Michigan), Farmer Foundation 
(Texas), Haynes (California), Voelker (Kan
sas City, Mo.). Other foundations are listed 
in Book of American Foundations, published 
by Russell Sage Foundation • 

14. People's groups: 
(a) Golden Age clubs. 
(b) Townsend Club presidents. 
(c) National Society of Seniors. 
(d) National Geriatric Society. 
15. Others: (a) The afore-mentioned is 

not exhaustive. Ad.ditional · individuals, 
groups, and organizations will be found in 
almost every community who are interested 
or are already . doing work on problems of 
the aging. 
B. SUGGESTIONS FOR POSSIBLE CONGRESSIONAL 

ACTION 

1. Foster attention on problems of the 
aging: (a) Most individuals are unaware of 
the growing problems and the growing num
ber of aged. We now have 13,000,000 people 
over 65, an increase of 3,000,000 in the 10-
year period between 1940 and 1950. By 
1975, it is estimated there will be 18,000,000 
over 65. High proportions of older adults 
are found in practically every section of the 
country: New England, North Central, West
ern, and the South. 

2. Make known the facts on how to retard 
the aging process: 

(a) Some pertinent facts deal with: nutri
tion, weight control, attention to early dis
ease symptoms, keeping mentally alert, etc. 

(b) Congress has already supplied funds 
for research, but the facts do not reach suf
·:ficient numbers ·of people to do any good. 

3. Clarify changes necessary in our Social 
Security Act: 

(a) How $50 limitations penalizes pen
sioners who want to work. 
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(b) How inflation has wrecked prewar 

pensions. 
4. The changes necessary in housing laws 

to accommodate growing number of elderly: 
(a) Public housing should be made avail

able to oldsters. 
(b) Housing needs of elderly are unmet. 

In FHA loans and other Government guar
anties to builders, provision for elderly 
might be made. 

5. Make needs of the aging known to con. 
gress-ional committees concerned: (a) Sub
jects like health, ~mployment, recreation, 
education, social security, housing, etc. 

6. Create Select Committee on Aging: 
(a) To bring together information from 

labor, industry, geratologists, etc., so that 
community, State, and Federal programs can 
be factually planned. 

(b) Make known the success of particular 
communities in meeting problems of the 
aged so as to help guide other communities 
who plan programs of their own. 

C. SUGGESTIONS ON PLANNING THE PROGRAM 

1. Congressmen to make a general state
ment on the problems of the aging, and to 
also act as moderator for the panel discus
sions. 

2. The arrangement of speakers: 
(a) Panel of three or four principal speak

ers or panel members who are authorities in 
the field, drawn from local community, if 
possible. Subjects to be covered and sugges
tions on individuals who might discuss these 
subjects are: 

( 1) Housing (local people concerned, 
church groups, private builders). 

(2) Employment and Financing of Old Age 
(employment office people, management rep
resentatives, labor, OASI, insurance, local 
welfare). 

(3) ' Education, Recreation, and Religion 
(school ·principals, recreation. leaders, YMCA, 
Golden Agers, community center o1Hcials). 

(4) Health (private physicians, dentists, 
Blue Cross, hospital o1Hcials, mental health 
departments, public health nurses). 

3. Question-and-answer period. 
4. Possible action by way of resolution, or 

otherwise. 

Mr. Speaker, this will be the first time 
to my knowledge that Congressmen have 
constituted themselves such an informal 
committee to gather local information 
from all parts of the Nation in the attack 
upon a national problem. The material 
which we gather will, we hope, be of 
great value for committee action during 
the next session of the Congress. 
OUR AGING PEOPLE ARE ENTITLED TO A PLACE OF 

DIGNITY AND USEFULNESS IN OUR NATIONAL 
FAMILY 

It is time to recognize that our older 
citizens are a tremendous potential asset 
to this Nation, and that they have the 
right to lead a proud, productive, and in
dependent life to the end. We need to 
recognize that many of them are poor, 
sick, bored, and lonely-the "displaced 
persons" of their own country. They live 
among us but often worlds apart from us. 
We need to assemble in one place all 
available evidence about methods which 
will improve their social standing, aug. 
ment their capacity and willingness to 
learn and to work. We must furnish 
them with the chance for better housing, 
diet, recreation, religious observance, and 
community life. Our aging people are 
entitled to a place of dignity and useful
ness in our national family. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Speaker, will .the 
gentleman yield? · 

Mr. YATES. I yield. 
Mr. PHILLIPS. I want to commend 

the gentleman for bringing to this Con-

gress a subject which is of increasing 
importance. It is evident to those of us 
who are familiar with the subject that 
some legislative improvements will be 
necessary. I have in mind the fact that 
an aged person, on a pension status, 
finds it difficult to go to work because 
of restrictions placed upon earnings. I 
have also in mind the fact that an aged 
person who wishes to take himself off 
relief or off of the pension rolls is in very 
grave difficulty because he cannot give 
up the income, to take a private job,·and 
then be assured that he can quickly go 
back to the pension or relief. These 
things are subjects of legislative relief. 
I think the amounts of pensions, in the 
face of rising costs, should be explored. 
I again congratulate the gentleman for 
bringing up the subject. 

Mr. YATES. I thank the gentleman 
for his contribution. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, the gen
tleman is making a wonderful speech 
and I think the Members ought to be 
here to listen to it. I make the point of 
order that a quorum is not present. I 
shall withhold it for him to extend his 
remarks, if he so desires. 

EXTENSION . OF REMARKS 

By unanimous consent, permission to 
extend remarks in the Appendix of the 
RECORD, or to revise and extend remarks, 
was granted to: · 

Mr. DEANE. 
Mr. MACHROWICZ, and to include a 

resolution of the American Legion. 
Mr. FARRINGTON (at the request of Mr. 

ASPINALL) and to include certain letters, 
notwithstanding the fact that tpe ex
tension exceeds two pages of the RECORD 
and is estimated to cost $191.34. 

Mr. FLooD in four instances. 
Mr. ZABLOCKI in two instances and to 

include extraneous matter. 
Mr. McCARTHY <at the request of Mr. 

MARSHALL) and to include other ex
traneous material. 

Mr. LARCADE in four instances and to 
include newspaper articles. 

Mr. ELLIOTT in two instances and to 
include extraneous matter. 

Mr. GRoss and to include several news
paper editorials. 

Mr. SHEEHAN and to include an edi .. 
to rial. 

Mrs. BOLTON and to include an edi
torial. 

Mr. KEARNEY <at the request of Mr. 
MACK of Washington) and to include an 
editorial. 

Mr. ANGELL <at the request of Mr. 
MAcK of Washington) and to include 
an editorial. 

Mr. HESELTON in two instances and to 
include extraneous matter in each. 

Mr. Bow and to include extraneous 
matter. 

Mr. McGREGOR <at the request of Mr. 
McCULLOCH) and to include an · article 
from the Cleveland <Ohio) Plain Dealer. 

Mr. POULSON in two instances and to 
include extraneous matter. 
: Mr. BATES of Massachusetts and to in .. 
elude a newspaper article. 
I Mr. VAN ZANDT and to include extrane
ous matter. 

Mr. B&ooKs and to include extraneous 
matter. 

·Mr. HUNTER and to include extraneous 
material. · 

Mr. MANSFIELD and to include a letter 
of the remarks he expects to make in 
the Committee of the Whole this after
noon. 

Mr. REECE of Tennessee to extend and 
include a speech. 

Mr. HARVEY (at the request of Mr. 
HALLECK) and to include an editorial. 

Mr. SMITH of Mississippi in three in
stances and to include extraneous mat
ter. 

Mr. STEED and to . include a radio 
speech. 

Mr. YORTY notwithstanding the fact 
that it will exceed the amount allowed 
by the rule by $451.50. 

Mr. BECKWORTH and to include a 
table. 

Mr. BLATNIK in two instances and to 
include a newspaper article. 

Mr. ROONEY to extend the remarks he 
made in Committee of the Whole today. 

Mr. CANFIELD and to inclµde a tele
gram. 

Mr. MORANO and to include an edi
torial and an article. 

Mr. MARTIN of Iowa and to include 
certain quotations and a newspaper ar
ticle. 

Mr. REES of Kansas at the point in the 
RECORD immediately following the Jen
sen amendment last adopted. 

Mr. SCHWABE in three instances and in 
each to include extraneous matter. 

Mr. NORBLAD in two instances and to 
include extraneous material. 

Mr. LYLE and to include extraneous 
matter. 

LEA VE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of 
absence was granted to: 

Messrs. TEAGUE, EVINS, SCUDDER, and 
PATTON (at the request of Mr. PRIEST)' 
on account of committee hearings in 
Tennessee. 

Mrs. KELLY of New York <at the re
quest of Mr. PRIEST), for today, on ac
count of personal business. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

Mr. STANLEY, from the Committee 
on House Administration, reported that 
that committee had examined and found 
truly enrolled bills of the House of the 
following titles, which were thereupon 
signed by the Speaker: 

H. R. 3709. An act making appropriations 
for the Department of Labor, the Federal 
Security Agency, and related independent 
agencies, for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1952, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 3790. An act making appropriations 
for the Department of the Interior for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1952, and for 
other purposes; and 

H. R. 3973. An act making appropriations 
for the Department of Agriculture for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1952, and for 
other purposes. 

BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT 

Mr. STANLEY, from the Committee 
on House Administration, reported that 
that committee did on this day present 
to the President, for his approval, bills 
of the House of the following titles: 

H. R. 1912. An act for the relief of Wilbur 
Electric Co., Inc.; and 

H. R. 3880~ An act making appropriations 
for the Executive o1Hce and sundry independ· 
ent executive bureaus, boards, commii:;sions, 
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corporations, agencies, and offices, ~r the fis
cal year ending June 30, 1952, and for other 
purposes. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. MANSFIELD .. Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly 
(at 9 o'clock and 31 minutes p. m.) the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, Tues
day, August 21, 1951, at 12 o'clock noon. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker's table and referred a ::, follows: 

, 734. A letter frpm the Assisti>,nt Secretary 
of the Air Force, _ transmitting a report of 
claims paid under the Federal Tort Claims 
Act as amended and codified (28 U. S. C.), 
by the Department of the Air Force for the 
fiscal year 1951; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. · 

735. A letter from the Department of the 
Se:::retary of Hawaii, Territory of Hawaii, 
transmitting a copy of the journal of the 
house of representatives, Legislature of the 
Territory of F.awaii, second special session, 
1950, pursuant to section 69 of an act of 
Congress approved April 30, 1911; to the 
Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs. 

736. A letter from the Archivist of the 
United States, transmitting a report on rec
ords proposed for disposal and lists or sched
ules covering records proposed for disposal 
by certain Government agencies; to the 
Committee on House Administration. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII reports cf 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. STANLEY: Committee on House Ad
ministration. House Resolution 371. Reso
lution providing fo!" the payment of 6 
months' salary and $350 funeral expe~ses to 
Mrs. Minnie M. Ross, widow of Frank P. Ross, 
late an employee of the House of Representa
tives; without amendment (Rept. No. 894). 
Ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STANLEY: Committee on House Ad
ministration. House Resolution 373. Reso
Jution providing certain death and burial 
benefits to the estate of Helen Gertrude 
Nelsch; without amendment (Rept. No. 895). 
Ordered to be printed. 
1 Mr. STANLEY: Committee on House Ad
l:ninistration. House Conc·..Irrent Resolution 
3'l. Concurrent resolution authorizing the 
Select Committee To Investigate the Use of 
Chemicals in Food Products to have printed 
for its use additional copies of certain hear
~ngs; without amendment .(Rept. No. 896). 
Ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STANLEY: Committee on House Ad
ministration. House concurrent Resolution 
146. Concurrent resolution providing for 
the printing of 1,000 additional copies of 
hearings relative to revenue revision held 
before the Committee on Ways and Means 
during the current session; without· amend
ment (Rept. No. 897). Ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STANLEY: Committee on House Ad
ministration. S. 353. An act relating to the 
time for publication of the Official Register 
of the United States; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 898). Ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LARCADE: Coinmittee on Public 
Works. S. 24. An act to amend the act en
titled "An act to provide better facilities 
for the enforcement. of the customs and "im
migration laws," approved June 26, 1930, as 
amended; _ wit_hout amendment (Rept. No. 

899). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the State of the Union. 

Mr. BECKWORTH: Committee on Inter
state and Foreign Commerce. S. 1183. A 
bill to amend the act entitled "An act to 
authorize the construction, protection, oper _ 
ation, and maintenance of public airports in 
the Territory of Alaska," as amended; with 
amendment (Rept. No. 900). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union. 

Mr. SPENCE: Committee of conference. S. 
349. An act to assist the provision of hous
ing and community facilities and services 
required in connection with the national 
defense. (Rept. No. 901.) Ordered to be 
printed. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTrONS 

-Under clause 3 of rule· XXII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced 
and severally ref erred as follows: 

By Mr. DOUGHTON: 
H. R. 5248. A bill to suspend certain im

port duties on tungsten; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HERTER: 
H. R. 5249. -A bill to amend the Trading 

With the Enemy Act; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LANE: 
H. R. 5250. A bill to incorporate the Gold 

Star Wives of America; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OSTERTAG: 
H. R. 5251. A bill to establish a National 

Commission .on Interg.overnmental Rela
tions; to the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Executive Departments. 

By Mr. HOWELL: 
H. R. 5252. A bill to amend the National 

Labor Reiations Act, as amended, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Edu
cation and Labor. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: 
H. R. 5253. A bill to establish a Commis

sion on Improvement of Methods for the Se
lection of Candidates to the United States 
Military Academy and the United States 
Naval Academy; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

By Mr. RAMSAY: 
H. R. 5254. A bill to provide for a jury com

mission for e~ch United States district court, 
to_ regulate its compensation, to prescribe its 
duties, and for other purposes; to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KERSTEN of Wisconsin: 
H. R. 5255. A bill to amend the National 

Labor Relations Act, as amended, with ref- · 
erence to the building and construction in
dustry, and for other purposes; to the Com
mittee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. SMITH of Virginia: 
H. R. 5256. A bill to secure the attendance 

of witnesses from without the District of 
Columbia in criminal proceedings; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BUCKLEY: 
H. R. 5257. A bill to amend section 9 - of 

the Federal Highway .Act of 1950 (64 Stat. 
785), tq increase the amount available as 
an emergency relief fund for the repair or 
reconstruction of highways and bridges 
damaged by floods or other catastrophes; to 
the Cor.imittee on Public Works. · 

H. R. 5258. A bill to amend section 12 of 
the Federal-Aid Highway Act of 1950 and 
sections 6 and 14 of the Defense Highway 
Act of 1941, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Public Works. 

By Mr. BOLLING: 
H. R. 5259. A bill making appropriations 

for the rehabilitation of m1dwestern flood
stricken areas and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. CANNON: 
H.J. Res. 319. Joint resolution amending 

an act making temporary appropriations for 

the fiscal year -1952, and for other purposes: 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. WIDNALL: 
H. Res. 395. Resolution to provide funds 

for the expenses of the investigation and 
study authorized by House Resolution 349; 
to the Committee on House Administration. 

MEMORIALS 

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, memo
rials were presented· and -referred as fol
lows: 

By Mr. HESELTON: Memorial of the Leg
islature of the Commonwealth of Massa
chusetts memorializing Copgress to -take the 
neces~ary steps to prevent the closing of the 
distr:ict office of the Veterans' Administration 
in Boston and the removal thereof to Phila
delphia; ~ to the Committee on Veterans' Af
fairs. 

PRIVATE BILLS. AND RESQL UTIONS 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 
bills and resolutions were introduced 
and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. LANTAFF: 
H. R. 5260. A bill for tI'-e relief of John K. 

Murphy; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. O'TOOLE (by request): 

H. R. 5261. A bill for the relief of Rosa 
Grunbaum; to the Committee on the Ju
diciary. 

By Mr. STIGLER: 
H. R. 52.62. A bill _for the relief of Mrs. 

Alice K. Carr; to the Committee on the Ju
diCiary. 

By Mr. RILEY: 
H. Res. 396. Resolution for the relief of the 

Columbia Hospital of Richland County, s. 
C.; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the Clerk's desk 
and ref erred as follows: 

397. By Mr. SHEEHAN: Petition of the 
board of directors of the Polish Women's Al
liance of America at its regular meeting at 
Chicago, Ill., which petition relates to the 
Genocide Treaty or Convention; to the Com
m~ttee on Foreign Affairs. 

398. By the SPEAKER: Petition of West
ern States eonference of Machinists, San. 
Francisco, Calif., petitioning consideration . 
of their resolution with reference to income 
tax exemptions; to the Committee on Ways 
a::d Means. 

399. Also, petition of National Council of 
the Republic of Poland, London, England, 
petitioning consideration of their resolution 
with reference to the Communist threat to 
the freedom of Europe and the future of 
Christian western culture, and the activi
ties of the Free Poles in exile; to the Com
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

400. By Mr. SHORT: Petition of J. W. Gar
rett and 122 other citizens of Joplin, Mo., 
protesting against the inequality in the pres
ent tax legislation; to the Committee on 

_ Ways and Means. 

SENATE 
TUESDAY, AUGUST 21, 1951 

(Legislative day of Wednesday, August 1, 
1951) 

The Senate met at 12 o'clock meridian, 
on the expiration of the recess. 

Rev. F. Norman Van Brunt, associate 
pastor, Foundry Methodist Church, 
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